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"MYSTERIES" OF THE "SECOND WORLD WAR" 


I. 


The B r of the Pre M 


|: the "Second World War," on the 
surface, the major powers involv~ 
ed seem to be engaged in a struggle 
very 1mch like that of 1914-1918, i.e., 
a struggle to defeat each other and to 
garnish the inperialist fruits of 
victory. In our view, on the contra~ 
ry, the basic aim of tae imperialist 
powers is to decimate the world pro- 
letarian vanguard as a preliminary to 
an assault on the Stalinized Soviet 
Union to destroy and partition it. Our 
contention is that in mutual agreement, 
they have been deliberately turning 
Europe over to Hitler's policing. Not 
actual war of the 1914-1918 pattern 
marks the present policy of the ruling 
class, but an international imperial- 
ist conspiracy against tne workers and 
the remains of the October Revolution, 
a conspiracy cemouflaged with a sham 
war. A careful study leads us to be- 
lieve that this alone accounts for the 
amazing way in which the Nazi forces 


have spread their tentacles over 
Czechoslovakia, Poland, Norway, Den- 
mark, Holland, Belgium and France 


without meeting real resistance from 
the ostensibly "enemy" powers, in the 
first place, from the Frenen and Brit- 
ish imperialistse 


History teaches us that a sham 
war is no novelty. Capitalist society 
has given rise to anumber of mock 
wars in which the supposed antagonists, 
while officially doing their utmost to 
create the impression that they were 
bent upon defeating one another, in 


Feality were in secret collaboration, 
pursuing a common goal. It goes with- 
out saying that in a "war" which is 
really a screen concealing an organiz— 
ed conspiracy there are artificial vic- 
tories and artificial defeats to fool 
chiefly those against whom the con- 
spiracies are directed, Needless to 
say, these "“victories" and "defeats" 
as well as the entire military situ- 
ation run contrary to the rules of 
logic and sound feasoning. The ex- 
planations offered for the illogical 
events by those who serve the imperi- 
alist plotters are of necessity the 
reverse of logic. 


Virtually the only source of in- 
formation available to the workers to- 
day is the bourgeois source. It is 
only necessary to peruse with care the 
pages of the bourgeois newspapers in 
order to see the network of illogical- 
ity, contradictions, discrepancies and 


various phenomena defying anything 
like a plausible explanation. Let ws 
mention a few of the "enigmas, " 


"mysteries," and "miraculous" feats in 
the present so-called "Second World 
War." 


When the German army struck 
against Poland, the Polish army sur- 
prisingly enough withdrew from tir 
outer fortifications, Why did the 
Polish army make such a suicidal move? 
The answer was revealed a while later 
when it was reported that the Polish 
army had abandoned its fortified bord 


er positions on the advice of the 
British and French military leaders. 
Why these "Allies" gave such "advice" 
which facilitated Hitler's destructive 
and bloody work in Poland was never 
explained. The behavior of the 
"Allied" armed forces during the peri- 
od of Hitler's march into Poland was 
perplexing to many. While the German 
forces were transforming the Polish 
towns into so many blazing infernos, 
there was not a single serious attempt 
to relieve the Nazi pressure 
on Foland. 


After the destruction of Poland 
there came the period when bourgeois 
reporters and commentators themselves 
nick-named the situation the "phoney 
war," "the Second Bore War," and so 
forth. That there was something un- 
real about the "war of the democracies 
against the totalitarian aggressors” 
was obvious even to superficial ob- 
servers. 


Meanwhile, behind the scenes, 
some very secret things were happening. 
Roosevelt's emissary, Sumer Welles, 
was touring Europe visiting the lead- 
ing statesmen of both the Fascist and 
the “democratic” states. The conver- 
gations which Welles held with Hitler 
and Mussolini as well as with Chamber- 
lain and Daladier were never made pub- 
lic. Having made another round of 
seeing these leaders, Welles returned 
to America and reported to Roosevelt 
in strict privacy. That report re- 
mains one of the great "mysteries" of 
the present situation. From whom wre 
all those secrets withheld? Certain- 
ly not from Hitler and Mussolini, be- 
cause they naturally mow what they 
discussed with Welles, Thus, Roose- 
velt knows; Hitler knows; Mussojini 
knows; the leading statesmen of Eng- 
land and France iknow; but the masses 
are kept in the dark. 


A short while after Welles' visit 
to the leading statesmen of the "“bel- 
ligerent" countries, amazing things 
began to happene "Defying" the might 
of the British navy, Hitler sent ac- 
ross the Skagerrak, which is over a 
hundred miles wide, a fleet of ships 
and planes to invade Norway. From the 
angle of logic the venture seemed to be 


27 


en act of a maniac,and many people 
regarded it as such. The British war- 
ships reportedly went into action to 
frustrate the Nazi invasion of Norway. 
Headlines blared of "the greatest naval 
battle since Jutland." One third of 
the German navy was reported to have 
been sunk. Churchill promised th at 
all German warships would be destroyed 


It was only sometime later that it be- 


came known that the 
"Battle of the Skagerrak" never took 
Rlace (See "More About Norway," The 
Bulletin, Volume III, #5). Meanwhile 
the Nazis ferried troops,tanks, artil- 
lery into Norway and, meeting only 
feeble resistance from the Norwegians, 
proceeded to occupy the country. Hit- 
ler contimued sending heavy reinforce- 
ments virtually under the very noses 
of the British warships, An American 
correspondent, Leland Stowe, in a sen- 
sational dispatch disclosed that the 
British command threw into Norway 
about fifteen hundred raw recruits 
without adequate equipment to meet the 
highly mechanized Nazi forces. Final~ 
ly, as one of the bourgeois military 


much-—yaun ted 


experts put it:s- 


"The Norwegian campaign,in fact, 
has been ended by what may be cal- 
led mtual consent because of its 
unimportance. This is the apparent 
explanation of the curious Paris 
announcement that the Germans 
agreed not to interfere with the 
evacuation of the Allies from Nor- 
way." (J.W.T.Mason, New York World 
Telegram, June 10, 1940.) 


Thus, by "mtual consent" 
out by the "curious" announcement, 
Norway was left to be policed by the 
Nazi gendarme of Europe. 


borne 


As the events unfolded, it became 
clearer that Hitler was being trans~ 
formed into a universal policeman for 
international imperialism with a view 
to decimating the proletarian ranks, 
to terrorizing and intensifying the 
exploitation of the masses and to the 
eventual destroying of the Stalin- 
controlled socialized property. That 
the imperialists would go to the ex 
tent of turning also Belgium and 
France over to the policing of Hitler 
is something which seemed 6 incre- 


~ them. Another was the unresisted 


dible that it was difficult even to capture of the mightiest fortresses of 
conceive. In fact, in our view of the the world such as Verdun. In the 
situation prior to May 1940, we defi- World War after a bloody struggle 
nitely ruled out such a development, lasting over four months and costing a 
an incorrect conception soon set million lives, the German army aban— 
aright by the startling course of his- doned the attempt to capture Verdun. 
tory. The rulers of the imperialist In this so-called "Second World War," 
circles, however, were very well in- Verdun was captured and passed in 
formed as to what was going to take twenty-four hours, with the Nazis 
place. On June 19, 1940, Sea a tor marching unhindered as if on parade. 
Dowmey revealed a very significant 

piece of information: The inconsistencies and 


"mysteries" of the so-called "Second 
"Senator Downey told the Senate World War" did not end there. France 
today that he had heard Ambassadors seemingly suffered a complete collapse, 


Kennedy and Bullitt and President and at this moment Mussolini "had 
Roosevelt as well forecast sweeping thought to gain an empire on the cheap 
German successes in Europe. by stabbing fallen France in the back" 
"Mr. Downey said that the Ambas- (Churchill). The Italian army was 
gadors to Great Britain and France fully mobilized,apparently straining at 
'Prophesied to us what has happened the leash to pounce on France and 
in the last sixty days' at a joint seize tne long-coveted juicy morsels: 
session of the Sénate and House Savoy, Nice, Corsica, Tunisia. But by 
Military Comuittees last year." one of the "incomprehensible" mecha~ 
(The New York Times, June 19, 1940, nics cf this remarkable "war" Mussoli- 
My emphasis - G.M.) nits "stabbing fallen France in the 
back" was expressed in action by turn 
In other words, according to ing his back to France, without grab- 
Downey, the American ambassadors to bing or assaulting the eagerly 
Great Britain and France foretold desired possessions of gts) yaeroe we! 
gometime in 1939, long before the in- imperialism. 
vasion of Belgium and France, what 
actually took place in those countries Meanwhile the illogicalities and 
in May-June 1940. contradictions continued piling up, 
making it ever clearer that the pro- 
The Nazi occupation of Holland, letariat is faced not with a war among 
Belgium and the most important section the imperialist powers but something 
of France is unparalleled in history altogethar different. Be it remember- 


for its utter illogicality. It was 4 ed that in the "explanations" of Cham 
repetition of what had happened in berlain and Churchill the main reason 
Norway but ona truly gigantic scale. for the "Allied" "failure" to prevent 


Once again "defying" the british navy, the occupation of Norway was that the 
Nazi transports landed troops on the Nazis possessed a superior air force. 
Dutch coast under the very noses of The "inferiority" of the "Allied" air 
the British warships. Meanwhile Nazi force was played up tremendously after 
troops entered Holland and Belgium. Norway ,and immediately prior to the 
For some "mysterious" reason the "fall" of France. But the spectacular 
"Allied" armies hastily abandoned the removal of the "shattered" armies of 
Belgian fortifications which were re- the "Allies" from the Channel ports 


garded among the strongest in the was ascribed precisely to British air 
world. Important bridges were left power. Here is this explanation which 
intact and in a few days the Dutch and is in direct opposition to what had 


Belgian campaigns were over. Another been said only a few weeks previously: 
of the "miracles" was the corridor of 

about twenty miles wide separating "There are indications, too, 
Belgium from F r anc e through which that Allied air power is being in- 
about sixty thousand Nazi troops pene-— creased and it must not be forgot- 
grated to the Channel ports while dri- ten that it was British air power 


ving a-million "Allied" troops before as well as that of surface ships 


a ar 


that brought about the successful 
evacuation to Britain of the Allied 
armies that lost the Battle of 
Flanders." (Yates Sterling Jr., The 
New York Times, June 10, 1940.) 


And so, six weeks before, according to 
the explanations of Chamberlain and 
Other imperialists, neither the Brit- 
ish navy nor the Royal Air Force was 
able, even in alliance with the Frerich 
navy and air force, to hinder the in- 
vasion of Norway although the Nazis 
had +o send their relatively weak 
fleet across a considerable stretch of 
Seae Now, in a supposedly complete 
collapse of the campaign on the conti- 
nent, the British and French air and 
naval forces performed an amazing feat 
in holding off the Nazis and removing 
tremendous numbers of "defeated" 
"Allied" troops: 


"The British Air Force, particu- 
larly, did wonders in protecting a 
giant fleet of small ships which 
took Allied soldiers off the beach~ 
es around Dunkerque." (Ibid. ) 

Apart from the question of the 
relative strength of the air forces, 
the British afte indisputably in full 
control of the English Channel. This 
was true when Germany possessed a pow- 
erful navy in the World War, and it is 
true today. In Secretary Hull's state- 
ment one reads? 


Mlthe twenty miles of 
water between Continental Europe 
and Britain are under British, not 
German, controle" (The New York 
Times, January 15, 1941.) 


According to facts and realities 
the Nazis would be unable to maneuver 
at will in the Channel. But facts and 
realities do not count in the "Second 


World War." 
About three weeks after the 
"Allied" troops successfully left the 


Continent, presumably due primarily to 
the British air force and the might of 
the British navy, the Nazis performed 
a mach more "miraculous" exploit which 
would have been absolutely ruled out 
in a real strugsle between British and 
German imperialism. The Nazis oscu- 


pied two British islanes in the Chan- 
nel! How this utterly unaccountable 
deed was accomplished is beyond all 


understanding — if one does not grasp 
the key to the present situation. But 
wnat is most fantastic in the occu- 
pation of those British islan ds, 
Guernsey and Jersey, is that the Nazis 
are still there, and not even an ate 
tempt has been made to "wrest" them 
from Hitler. The waters around those 
islands are under British control. The 
Nazi force holding those British 
islands is so insignificant that a few 
companies of marines landed from Brit— 
ish warships could eliminate the Nazi 
rule there in a few hours. Yet for 
some unexplained and really unexplain-— 
able reason in so far as the imperial- 
ist excuses and explanations go, the 
Nazi bandits are allowed to police 
those islands. 


ITs: 


THE "MYSTERIES" OF THE 
AERIAL "WARFARE" 


here are numerous "puzzling" 
and inconsistent aspects of this 
"war," aspects which are absolutely 
incompatible with the established 
laws of thinking, and are accepted by 
the wide masses because the agents 
and propagandists of imperialism are 
skilled in making black look white 
and vice versa. The aerial "warfare" 
between the British and the Germans 
is one of these aspects. Logically, 
one would expect, antagonists aiming 
to defeat each other would pursue a 
policy of concentrating the weapons 
of war upon military objectives, upon 
industrial plants which feed and sus- 
tain the enemy armies and fleets, and 
only incidentally strike at targets 
the destruction of which would not 
materially injure the enemy. The 
direct opposite has been the rule in 
this "war." For many months after 
the Nazi air raids on Britain began. 
there wasn't even a wrd in the dis- 


patches indicative of any Nazi con- 
centration of fire upon British 
industry. 


The really surprising thing is 


egy dee 


that after some allegedly intensive 
bombardment of British industries the 
dumage has been found to be less than 
five per cent: 


"While German night bombers in 
four months of raids on England 
have laid waste some cities and 
blasted and burned huge huisat 
of others, British officials assert 
that damage to the island's essen- 
tial war industry so far has been 
surprisingly small," (Taylor Henry, 
"Britisa Factory Damage Put at Less 
Than 57," New York Herald Tribune, 
Jamary 8, 1941.) 


It mist be borne in mind that, as a 
whole, British industry has been ex 
panding all along, Unemployment is 
being steadily absorbed. Exploitation 
not only of men but also of wmen is 
undergoing a tremendous intensifica- 
tion, with the British imperialists 
squeezing huge surplus value out of 
the toil of the proletariat. Cnurch- 
ill vemarked in the House of Commons 
on January 2end of this year: 


"I have kept myself constantly 
informed of the great tide of new 
factories rising to productive 
level. I say that in the next six 
months we shall have for the first 
time an intense demand on man power 
and woman power." 


The leaders of imperialism are 
aware of course of the fact that this 
gigantic fraud, the so-called war bet- 
ween the "democracies" and the Fascist 
powers, represents a tangle of contra~ 
dictory and "inexplicable" phenomena. 
There are many things which the imperi- 
alist spokesmen do not even attempt 
to explain. One of the phenomenal 
features of this "war" is the obvious 
avoidance on the part of the Nazis to 
Wipe out British industry: 


“There are many phenomena in 
this war which defy explanation, 
even by the most expert. If the 
German air force can practically 
destroy a city in a one-night raid, 
as in Coventry, why is it that it 
has failed to wipe out industrial 
England in a series of these raids? 
If, as we know, England can live 


few days 


only if her ports remain open, why 
has not the German air force con- 
centrated its efforts on closing 
these ports by aerial bombardments? 
It has made but few raids on Liver- 
pool and Bristol, and those only 


recently. What is the answer? I 
don't know. Apparently no _ one 
does." (Joseph F. Kennedy, New 


York Herald Tribune, Jan.19,1941,) 


Incidentally, Kennedy's remark 
regarding the "destruction" of Covent- 
ry is a considerable exaggeration. A 
later Joseph Alsop and 
Robert Kintner in a dispatch from 
Washington to The New York Herald Tri- 
bune reported that they had learned 
something regarding the "“dessruction" 
of Coventry from an important British 
authority visiting the United States, 
Air Chief Marshal Sir Hugh Dowding: 


"His information has also done 
mach to dispel the notion that the 
big night-bombing raids are totally 
destructive. In the famous Covent~ 
Ty raid, for instance, he repprts 
that a rifle factory and a plant 
making the small Siddeley engines 
for training planes were the only 
ones serious damaged, while 
the city's machine-tool shops and 
the vital Rolls-Royce engine fac- 
tory near by escaped virtually un- 
scathed. Interruption of produc- 
tion by damage to electric power 
lines and other public utilities 
rarely lasts more than three or 
four days, he says. And he insists 
that although the rate of increase 
has naturally been slowed by bomb- 
ing, British aircraft production is 
still gaining perceptibly every 
month." (Jamary 23, 1941.) 


These reporters also stated: 


"Two influences have startlingly 
altered expert opinion on Britain's 
chances in the coming all-out air 
battle with observers stationed in 
Britain, who continue wanimous 
that German bombing has done 
SURPRISINGLY LITTLE DAMAGE TO PRO- 
DUCTIVE FACILITIES." (New York Hoer- 

° C41. cap 1i— 
ald Tripune, Jan.23,1941. My cap 


That's how the Nazis have been "wiring" 


Shee 


out airplane and other British indust- 
ries! And that's how the German air 
force practically "destroyed" Coventry! 
Jf course, when Coventry had been 
bombed there were blood-curdling head- 
lines on the front pages of the news- 
papers creating the feeling of a genu~ 
ine war having burst over Europe. Nor 
js Dowding alone in his observation: 


"Most of Dowding's story is con- 
firmed by our own observers. For 
instance, their dispatch showing 
that the great raid on Southampton 
did not prevent Spitfire from turn- 
ing out four or five extra planes 
that week exactly checks with Dow- 
ding's data on Coventry and what he 


says of the value of decentraliz- 
ation. (ibid: ) 
Statements like those of Dowding are 


tucked away and therefore very often 
escape the attention even of those who 
sift carefully the information sup- 
plied by the capitalist press. 


One repeatedly seex news items 
stating that the British aviators are 
bombing the so-called “invasion ports," 
that is, the Nazi-held Channel ports. 
It would seem that those objectives 
were tne very spearheads of Nazi at- 
tack on Britain. Yet the behavior of 
the Britisa aviators, as described by 
an eye-witness, is extremely "queer," 
to say tne least. It is well knowm 
that no effective air attack can be 
carried out if the powerful enemy is 
warned of the coming raid and is 
tnerefore given time to take necessary 
measures. In tae matter of the Brit- 
ish bombing the “invasion ports" the 
Nazis receive advance warning, and the 
informers are not the "Fifth Colum" 
but the British themselves. At the 
end of Jarmary the American Export 
liner, Siboney, brought to the United 
States many notables, among them one 
Dr. Maes: 


"Dr. Maes was in occupied France 
until Jan. 8, and he said that the 
British were being very "humane" 
and cautious in their bomb attacks 
on channel ports. Frequently, he 
declared, on the day before a raid 
the British would send a plane over 
to drop leaflets warning that the 


Taid was coming. Then an hour be- 
fore the actual attack a lone plane 
would pass overhead with a warning 
siren to send the people to safety." 
(The N.Y.Times, Jan. %, 1941. My 
emphasis — GM.) 


pire 
THE "RIDDLE" QF MUSSOLINI'S NAVY 


VA stn the entrance of Italy into 
this so-called "Second World War," the 
contradictions and the illogicalities 
were extended into the Mediterraneane 


Although on the whole the British 
navy is far more powerful than the 
Italian navy, the British Mediter- 
ranean ships were apparently outnumba- 
ed by Italian forces: 


"On both land and sea the Brit- 
ish in the Mediterranean regi‘ons 
were apparently outnumbered by Ita 
lian forces." (New York Times, Nov. 
10, 1941. Section 4.) 


Since this “war" represents an endless 


chain of "mysteries" the remarkable 
inactivity of the Italian navy has 
been an impenetrable "enigma." This 


naturally has been observed by not a 
few people. A sample report states: 


"For several days I have been at 
sea with a portion of Britain's 
Mediterranean fleet. The Admiral 
had an assignment in the Central 
Mediterranean. With battleships, 
aircraft carriers, cruisers and 
destroyers, he carried it out with- 
out notable interference from the 


Italians, although on the second 
day out, THE ‘TALIAN NAVAL FORCES, 
SUPERIOR IN 1.JMBERS AND ENDOWED 
WITH GREATER SPEED, COULD HAVE 
ENGAGED. HIS SQUADRON, BUT THEY DID 
NOT CHOOSE TO DO sO." (Richard 


Mowrer, New York Fost, Oct.4, 1940. 
My capitals - G.M.) 


The only "explanation" the bourgeoi 
editors could offer was to.propoun 


the "riddle." On the editorial pag 
of the New York Times of October 24 
1940 the "riddle" of that inactivit, 


was presented to the readers: 


"The Mystery of Italy's Navy 


"How is one to explain the in 
active role of Italy's Navy in the 
war? Here is a navy wita some of 


the fastest ships in the world,with 
the largest fleet of submarines in 
Euroge, with no far-flung ocean 
routes to ve defended, with seamen 
whose traditions of bravery on the 
Water go back to the heroic days of 
Venice and Genoa. Yet this great 
fleet has not dared to challenge 
Britain's naval grip on tne Eastern 
Mediterranean." 


Of course to those who understand that 
the imperialist powers are carrying on 
a snam war, all the "strange" actions 
on tae part of the German, British, 
Frenca and Italian imperialists are no 
mysteries at all. But of course the 
imperialist editors, hiding the truth, 
Gicture' the inactivity of the Italian 
Navy as an insoluble mystery. They 
feel taey must advance some expian- 
ation, 8 ands they. ‘speak. of.."perhape” 
this, a tiate.or* the, otmaervasetheccause 
for the "mystery." The. diftie ult 
points whica they are .coimpelled to 
COVer waren tacnsactSnthat win the fins. 
place history provides numerous ex- 
amples of a fleet engaging a more pow- 
erful adversary; in the second, tna 
the Italian Navy is a mighty war maca— 


ine, the second largest in,#urope if 
we are to discount for the moment tne 
French ilavy, and is regarded as 


superior to the British iiediterranean 
fleet. The editors of the New fork 
Times finally gave the impression that 
toey tnemselves ware puzzled by the 
"inexolicable" and seemingly cowardly 
behavior of liussolini's Navy: 
“WThaatever the reason, the 
beaavior of the Italian Javy until 
nox must. ve accounted one of the 
mysteries of this war.” (Lbdid.) 


IV. 


Italian participation in this "wer" is 
incredible. The most conspicuous 


freaks have been the preposterously 


anamolous and utterly unreal carpaigns 
in Greece and Africa. 


On the 28th of October the 
Italian army invaded Greece. There 
was hardly a person who, having a cer- 
tain amount of knowledge of the purely 
military side of the situation, har- 
bored any doudt of the immediate out- 
come of the Italian attack upon Greece 
— according to the logical way of 
thinking. The military expert of the 
New York Post, Fletcher Pratt, wrote 
on the day following the invasion: 


"The odds are gigantically with 
Italy.. The Greek army is not too 
well trained, is badly squipped and 
ill served by roads. It is out- 
numbered by the Italians, who have 
worked like mad to build up a syse 
tem of motor routes througn Albania. 


Mine. Lialian «air force ie) sss0 
everwhelmingly superior that it 
OpehpwwO: we wash! Odu: the Greek 
airplanes and landing fields ‘= by 


mMidnieht tonient. After that the 


Hiascist bombers can go to work on 
com, nication and concentration 
points, striking for the same col- 


lapse in the back areas that brought 
acout the fall of Foland, Norway 
and France. 


"It is hard to see how England 
can spare enough airplanes to do 
any good. Cie de Sa Siti daearedere lento 
see how they can get there soon 
enougn if spared. The landing 


fields are apt to go out too scon." 
(Fletcher Fratt, New York fost, 
Cctober 29, 1940.. My emphasis — 
G.I.) 


in the air, Fletcher. Pratt)indi- 
cated, Italy had a decisive advantage; 
he implicitly ruled out) the rossibili- 
ty of Greek—British victory. To him 
the question involved merely how good 
a resistance they could put up: 


"In the air the enemy can oper- 
ate from secure nearby bases, while 
british. planes. umst 6 first corse 
from a long distance an word 
out of bases in the country under 
attack. The Italian effort will 
undoubtedly be to make tne air arm 
decisive, as. the Germans did in 


5 all ha! 
ee SN 
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Norway. 

"The question of the campaign is 
not whether the Greeks and their 
British helpers can win, but how 
good a fight they can put up and 
what they can save." (Ibids My 
emphasis - G,M.) 


From the military angle much of thds 


analysis is perfectly logical and cor- 
rect. If Hitler, without the partici- 
pation of Italy, was able to "conquer" 
literally within several weeks, Norway, 
Denmark, Holland, Belgium and France, 
how long would it reyguire Mussolini, 
possessing a gigantic military machine 
and backed by ai "victorious ally" 
whose military might exceeds all pre- 
vious records in its history, to pul- 
verize the relatively insignificant 
Greek army and crush the emall and 
feeble little country under his bloody 
heel! Nothing in the light of common 
military sense could save Greece. Its 
neighbors in the Balkans were under 
the shadow of Hitler's guns. In Afri- 
ca the Italian forces were reported to 
be superior to the British who, there- 
fore, in a natural situation, would 
have been compelled not only to keep 
all their equipment ani men there, but 
to do their utmost to increase their 
strength. In the Mediterranean the 
Italian navy was free to intercept 
transports to Greece, and in the Adri- 
atic Sea, virtually a lake separated 
from the Mediterranean by a fifty-mile 
strait between Albania and the Italian 
mainland, Mussolini was in complete 
control. Hanson W. Baldwin, military 
expert of the New York Times, two days 
after the Italian-Greek “war" began, 
wrote something on this theme: 


"London denied earlier reports 
that British forces had landed at 
Crete or Corfu or other Greek 
islands, but said that the Mediter- 
ranean fleet under Admiral Sir 
Andréw Bs Cunningham, dd already 
taken measures to aid the Gréekda 
By many, Britain's help was  ex- 
pected to be limited chiefly to 
naval aid, unless Turkey should 
come into the war. For the British 
forces in Egypt and the Near East 
are thought to be considerably 
inferior in man power and in planes 
to Italian—African forces, and it 


is not believed likely that General 
Sir Archibald Wavell, British com 
mander in the Middle Fast, would 
feel that he had strength enough to 
weaken his defenses in Egypt by 
sending any considerable forces to 
Greece," (The New York Times, 
October 30, 1940. 


In terms of military science, 
Baldwin in all probability evaluated 
the picture as any professional inves— 
tigator would. From the point of view 
of a real war, Egypt and the Suez Can- 
al as well as Gibraltar would have 
been exposed to danger of seizure by 
the Italian and German imperialists 
had the British forces been diverted 
from these pillars of the British 


Empire: 


"Moreover, the threat is not to 
Greece alone. The Grecian campaign 
is probably but the beginning of 
the Axis Winter campaign, which may 
well include a blow against Gibral- 
tar and the Western Mediterranean 
basin. Hundreds of thousands of 
men are locked up in Britain — and 
the bulk of them mst stay there ~— 
against the threat of German 
invasion of the British Isles, a 
threat which the German General 
Staff will take care to see is nev- 
er lifted as long as the war lasts. 

"Britain's riposte, theréfore, 
against the latest Axis drive, may 
be strictly limited by the lack of 
adequate man power, material and 
planes and by the necessity of 
keeping in reserve sufficient 
forces to meet other, perhaps more 
deadly, thrusts." (Ibid.) 


From every conceivable angle, 
except two, that of a deliberate 
understanding among England, Italy, 
Germany and other imperialist powers, 
or revolutionary overturn of imperial~ 
ism, the fate of Greece was apparently 
#daled: The advantage for a success= 
ful military catgpaign ih Greeve; if- 
cluding the geographic position of 
Italy and Germany, was completely on 
the side of Mussolini and Hitler, 
Baldwin wrote in the same article: 


"Interior Position Aids Axis: 
"The interior position of the 


My emphasis - GM.) 
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Axis is again serving them well; 
any aid that comes to Greece from 
Britain must come from overwater by 


long, circuitous commnication 
routes; the Axis working from the 
centre of Eurepe outward, can 
quickly shift men and equipment 


from point to point,whereas Britain 
Imst work around the perimeter with 
consequent disadvantages." 


"miracles" of 
Adriatic — 


Then commenced the 
Alvania and of the 


"miracles" which negated all the laws 
of military science and of specific 
analyses of the situation from the 


military angle. The inadequately- 
eyuipped and poorly—trained Greek 
soldiers "defeated" Mussolini's 
mechanized army, “drove” it into 
Albania and have continued the unin- 
terrupted, triumphant "pursuit" ever 
since. How did such a "miracle" come 
to pass? In order to give an explan- 
ation to , phenomena which orderly 
thinking would allot to the category 
of impossibilities, the capitalist 
newspapers were compelled to stand 
logic and reason on their head. Every- 
body knows that one of the main rea- 
sons given for Hitler's spectacular 
occupation of Poland, Norway, Holland, 
Belgium and Northern France was the 
blitzkrieg tactic. This suddenly was 
"forgotten" by the newspapers. Since 
the Greek mechanized equipment was 
notning to speak of, and the Greek 
soldiers had no alternative but to en- 
ploy obsolete methods of warfare, the 
capitalist journalists with the most 
serious mien gave the ridiculous ¢x% 
planation for Greek "victories," name- 
ly, Old methods of war! In a dispatch 
headed "Greeks! Gains Laid to Old- 
style War," the New York Times corres-— 
pondent, A.C.Sedgwick, said: 


"The Geeks have for the most 
part conducted their amazingly suc~ 
cessful exploits on a primitive 
scoutins pattern. They have not 
hesitated to discard all impedi- 
ments for swift action. Case after 
case is reported here of small 
Greek squads capturing enemy con- 
crete strongholds by stealth with 
S6quipment reduced to rifle, bayonet 
and perhaps a few grenades," (The 
Now York Times, November 24, 1940.) 


Thus, in Albania, in the very 
country which Mussolini had occupied 
in three days precisely through the 
blitzkrieg, or near-blitzkrieg, method 
he now meets with "defeat" after 
"defeat" at the hands of a technically 
backward Greek army! For a number of 
years Mussolini had been building 
roads and strongholds in Albania. Now, 
participating in the “mystery war" he 
had to play an absurd game and pretend 
Adefeat" at the hands of Greek 
sOldiers who literally used primitive 
methods of fighting in "capturing" the 
Italian strongholds. In his dispatch 
Sedgwick states that the Greeks 
were saving munitions by rolling 
stones upon Mussolini's troops? 


"There are even some cases in 
which they are reported to have 
saved armunition by rolling bould- 
ers down upon the enemy, exactly as 
their forefathers did in the 1821 
war of independence." (Ibid) 


One is made to forget that this 
is a period of tanks and aeroplanes, 
of long-range rapid-firing artillery, 
of steel and concrete forts, of barbed 
wire and gstéel helmets. The Greek 
army has won a whole series of incred- 
ible "victories" through the most 
ancient methods of offense: 


"The Greek soldiers have been 
forced to rely on the most ancient 
methods of attack, and at this 
they were fully successfule" (Ibid,.) 


That, of course, is one of the 
many "mysteries" of this topsy-turvy 
“war," In fact Sedgwick said that the 
modern mechanized equipment of the 
Italian army actually contributed to 
the Italian defeat: 


"It is interesting to observe 
that the Italians frequently namp- 
6red their own movements and con- 
tributed to their own defeat by 
bringing with them cumbersome anti- 
tank guns when it would appear that 
their own General Staff must have 
know. that there was no need for 
such weapons." (Ibid.) 


Thus everything is turned upside 
down. It is common imowledge that 


so) Oe 


What counts in modern warfare among 
the capitalist powers is industrial 
structure. Now all this becomes “nse- 
less." Speedy tanks capable of climb- 
ing hills, even the planes which could 
fly from Italy to South America, are 
now “obsolete” in so far as the cam 


paign in Albania is concerned. Now, 
"it is warfare in which the human 
spirit again has its part. The human 


element countse Red blood is more 
important than gasoline" (Ibid.), 


In Ethiopia, where the fierce 
tribesmen fought -with an infinity of 
spirit and daring, where the terrain 
made operations wnusually difficult 
for an invader, Mussolini's modern 
mecnanization overcame the tribesmen 
with a minimum loss of Italian 
soldiers in actual battle, “Soirit" 
and the "human element" crumbled before 
tanks, artillery, airplanes, poison 
gase But in the Greek "war" an ounce 
of "spirit" is apparently more power- 
ful than a ton of high explosives, if 
we believe the bourgeois press. 


Such are the cock and bull 
stories which are being poured out by 
the newspapermen to explain the 
"mystery" of the Albanian situation. 

Naturally the Greek morale has 
been strengthening daily in the face 
of the "miracles" of "capturing" 
Italian strongholds with bayonets and 
boulders. 


"With an air force of 130 obso- 
lete planes, a navy of which the 
former United States battleship 
Idaho and some French destroyers 
form the core and 150,000 duciously 
equipped men in the field, Greece 
will fight Italy 'into the sea,! if 
the Fascisti are not aided by Ger- 
many, the two representatives told 
reporters." (The New York Times, 
November 23, 1940.) 


The contradiction in the last 
portion of the statement is obvious. 
What sort of aid could Hitler give 
Mussolini? Obviously not boulders or 
bayonets, Dut modern equipment. But 
modern equipment Mussolini possesses 
in abuidance, as well as men. 


We remember that the New York 
Post military expert, Fletcher Pratt, 
said that the Italian air force would 
finish off the Greek air force, plencs 
and airfields in a few hours. Nothing 
of the sort has happened. It must be 
borne in mind that Italy has almost 
3,500 planes in active service (The 
New York Times, Nov. 10, 1940). Musso- 
lini with relative ease and swiftness 
could have transformed the virtually 
unprotected Greek cities into smolder~ 
ing ruins. Since counterfeit is made 
with a view to deceive by passing the 
false for the true, it must resemble 
the true in some outward appearances. 
To dispel a few of the "mysteries" 
Mussolini sent some planes to bomb 
Greek cities. But the bombing itself 
has become one of the “enigmas" in the 


situatiom. The planes did very little 
damage. Here is a sample of the re- 
ports with respect to the raid on the 


large city of Salonika: 


"Salonika Raid Fruitless 


"According to a communique 
issued by the Ministry of Home 
Security, there was a raid on Salo- 
nika, but no damage or casualties. 
It appears that of the many bombs 
dropped on this second most import-— 
ant town of Greece all fell into 
the blue waters of the bay." (A.C. 
Sedgwick, The New York Times, Janu- 
ary,.225.. 104) 5) 


Here is another example, dealing 
with air bombardment of the islands of 
Zante and Crete: 


"Italian planes bombed points 
on the island of Zante and one per- 


sOn was wounded. In Crete, the 
Greeks said, bombs fell on open 
fields." (New York Times,February 
16, 1941.) 


sie 
THE "MYSTERY" OF THE ADRIATIC 


t is interesting, that the 
greatest advance the Greek army made 


was in the coastal region, that i at 
the area most easily Beccaaini: tote 


wigs ten 


Italian war vessels and airplanes. 
Here is a brief record of the mileage 
registered in the advance of the Greek 
army: 


"A Greek spokesman reviewing 
the counter-invasion of Albanian 
territory, said that since Nov. 28 
the Greek forces had: 

1. Advanced seventeen miles in 
the north, from a point five miles 
souta of Pogradec to the vicinity of 
Lin, waich is vital for the protec- 
tion of Italy's main mid-Albanian 
base at Elbasin. 

ee Extended the central sector 
from Georgevitsa, ten miles south- 
east of Moskopolis, by about fif- 
teen miles to bring them to within 
fifteen miles of Berat, north of 
KVTisura, 

3. Gained eighteen miles in tus 
southeast, from Senitsa, three 
milés southeast of Argyrokastron, 
to the heignts north of Tepeleni. 

4. Made a thirty-five-mile 
sweep of the Southern Adriatic 
coast of Albania, seizing Porto 
Edda, Palermo and Khimara and ad~ 
vancing from there to within about 
fifteen miles of Velona." (New Yak 
Times, December 29, 1940. My 
emphasis - GWM.) 


The Italians, holding the coastal 
region, could have used a powerful 
combination of the mechanized army, 
air force and the navy to prevent the 
Greeks from seizing faértified ports 
like Porto Edda and Knimara, Yet, 
nothing, it seems, could stop the 
sweep of the poorly-equipped Greek 
troops! 


But this is only a minor 'niracle" 
of the Adriatic. The great "miracle" 
of the Adriatic was performed by the 
Greeks on the sea itself. 


It is commonly known that the 
Italian Navy, composed in the main of 
modern ships, some of them the fastest 
in the world, and having the largest 
submarine fleet in Europe, has been 
undisputed master of the Adriatic. The 
Strait of Otranto, a heavily fortified 
area, is guarded by nawal and air pat— 
rols as well as by land batteries on 
the Albanian and the Italian shores. 


Not even a log can float through the 
Strait of Otranto without being sight-. 
ed by the Italian patrols. But in the 
present so-called "Second World War" 
any "miracle" is possible. So there 
occurred a "miracle" that would make 
any departed Admiral gasp in his grave 
with astonishment. The puny Gr eek 
Navy, composed of obsolete American 
and French boats, steamed through the 
well-guarded Strait of Otranto into 
the Adriatic, an area which under or- 
dinary war circumstances would have 
been a death trap for the Greek fleet. 
It approached the Albanian shore and 
shelled the Italian-held Albanian 
towns. In these days of radio commu- 
nication the Admirals of the Italian 
Adriatic fleet were instantly informed 
of the appearance of Greek warships in 
the Italian waters. How the sl0we 
moving Greek ships could have escaped 
the fast and powerful Italian cruisers 
has been a "mystery." But the "myst— 
erious" and the "miraculous" aiventwes 
of the Greek Navy did not end there. 
They only began, It appears that the 
tiny Greek Navy repeated the impos- 
sible feat, entered the Adriatic for 
the second time, did some shelling and, 
eluding the Italian planes, submarines 
and surface ships, esacaped That, 
however, does not exhaust the great 
"miracle" of the Adriatic. The Greek 
fleet repeated the exploit for the 
ai ieglialt yO. Ghana t 


"The audacious Greek fleet, for 
the third time, has penetrated into 
the Adriatic Sea through the fifty- 
mile-wide Strait of Otranto despite 
the heavy Italian air and naval 
patrol of this channel and not only 
shelled the Albanian base of Velona, 
but also cannonaded the coast at 
several more southerly pointsece.s. 

"The accomplishment of the Greek 
fleet, which is microscopic in corm 
parison with the fleet of the enemy, 
was related in a communique of the 
Marine Ministry published tonight. 
It says that Sunday night a flotil- 
la of destroyers, commanded by 
Rear Admiral Cavvadias, carried out 
an operation of the Adriatic, tra 
versing the Otranto Strait for the 
third time and advancing into the 
Gulf of Velona." (C. L. Sulzberger, 
The New York Times, Jan. 8, 1941.) 


Sn ae 


Anyone glancing at the map can 
find the island of Saseno lying right 
in the mouth of the Gulf of Volona 
about three miles from one shore and 
gix miles from the other. The island 
is a powerful Italian fortress. Imme- 
diately south is the fortified Cape 
Glossa, also guarding the entrance to 
the Gulf of Velona. Concerning the 
town of Velona and the island of Sase-n 
no we find the following in the Ency- 
clopaedia Britannica, Volume 3, p. 65: 


"The port is the vest of the Al- 
hanian coast, and the nearest to 
Italy. It is protected by the 
island of Saseno, the ancient Saso, 
and by Cape Glossa, the northern- 
most wleadland of the Acroceraunian 
Mountains." 


In circumstances of actual war- 
fare it is absolutely impossible for a 
hostile warship to squeeze through 
into the Gulf of Velona without being 
challenged by the batteries of the 
island of Saseno. The “miracle" por- 
formed by the old ships of the Greek 
Navy becomes, therefore, doubly "mira- 
culous" when the Greek Marine Ministry 
officially stated that the Greek fleet 
not only penetrated the heavily guard- 
ed Strait of Otranto and entered the 
Adriatic, but also advanced into the 
Gulf of Velona and actually shelled 
the port of Velona itself, and return- 
ed to Greek waters. Where were the 
Italian patrols of the island of Sase- 
no and the Cape Glossa? Where were 
the Italian veéaels slowing the Adria- 
tic? Where were the fast Italian war- 
ships patrolling the Strait of Otran- 
to? Supposedly, nobody knows. Sulz- 
berger's report in the New York Times 
stated that after the Greek flotilla 
had advanced into the Gulf of Velona— 


"There the squadron hove to and 


let loose a salvo of some sixty 
shells against the port and the 
Bland base of Saseno, which has 


been transformed from a goat pas-— 
ture into a potent naval fortress 
by the Italians. The warships be- 
gan their bombardment suddenly and 
turned on their searchlights in 
force. Then, almost before the 
Italians had become aware of the 
attack, the Greek flotilla turned 


and sailed into the Adriatic, re- 

tiring to its base at reduced speed. 
AT NO TIME DURING THE OPERATION 

WERE ANY ITALIAN WAR VESSELS EN 

COUNTERED." (C. L. Sulzberger, New 

York Times, January 8, 1941. 
My capitals - G.M.) 


To show that the Italians were in 
control of the Strait of Otranto we 
shall cite another dispatch of the 
game correspondent dated only five 
days earlier, in which he stated that 
the italians were quite busy in the 
area of the Strait of Otranto, trans-— 
porting troops by plane~ and fast 
motor boats< 


"At the same time, the Italians 
have adopted another German method 
of warfare and are NOW TRANSPORTING 
TROOPS ACROSS THE OTRANTO STRAIT by 
plane in quantities, thus evading 
the constant British and Greek sea 
patrols. Air pilots who have been 
flying over the Otranté area also 
say that the Italians ARE INCREAS- 
INGLY USING FAST  MOTORBOATS to 
transport officers and small groups 
of men ACROSS THE STRAIT," (New 
York Times, Jan. 5, 1941. My capi- 
tals - G.M.) 


Yet the Greek fleet entered the 
Adriatic and then the Gulf of Velona, 
cannonaded Velona and other points, and 
returned at freduced speed to Greek 
waters without having been challenged, 
without encountering a single Italian 
war vessel! 


Such ig the "Second World War"! 


The capitalist newspapermen real~ 
ize, of course, that as a way the en 
tire affair is the acme of absurdity, 
that there 34s no rhyme or reason in 
the whole picture, And, realizing 
this, they mst teach their readers to 
accept the unreasonable and the illo-— 
gical, otherwise the terrible criminal 
game may become obvious. Hence the 
remarks by such eminent bourgeois fig- 
ures as Kennedy. Hence, +00, the 
instruction to its readers by such an 
influential capitalist newspaper as 
the New York Times: 


"LOGIC Is NOT THE GUIDE TO THIS 


Ra ae 


WAR, Some completely irrational 
and implausible incident — an in- 
tervention of nature, an ascident, 
an unexpected human reaction — may 
upset the sequences of reason and 
Change the course of events. Logic 
does not rule, and we shall con- 
tinue +o be plagued and baffled by 
the unreasonable and irrelevant be- 
havior of premises and conclu - 
sions." (Editorial, The New York 
Times, Jan. 9, 1941. My capi- 
tals. — Glia 


There is logic to this "war." It 
is concealed beneath a mountain of de- 
ceptions about Churchill fighting Hit- 
ler and Mussolini, and about Mussolini 
and Hitler fighting Churchill. All 
the imperialists have combined in one 
of the most gigantic frauds ever per- 
petrated upon the toiling masses. Un~ 
der the screen of "war" the imperial- 
ists are Fascisizing the world with 
a rapidity hitherto impossible. They 
are destroying the most militant sec— 
tion of the workingclass, and are pre- 
paring to attack and partition the 
Stalinized workers! State. That is 
the true logic of the present "Second 
World War." 


VI 


, 
THE "SIZDOWN STRIKE" OF THE 
ITALIAN AIR FORCE 


et us examine a few more of the 
contradictions and "mysteries" of this 
terrible swindle perpetrated by the 
imperialists. We have seen above that 
the implied reason for the Italian 
"dereats" in Albania was that Mussoli- 


ni employs the most modern equipment 
and methods against the old methods 


used by the Greek army. Mussolini's 
successful crushing of Ethiopia was 
due to tae modern methods of warfare 


used. Now, the Italian "defeats" in 
Africa, are ascribed among other 
things, to the antiquated military 


tactics pursued by the Ttalian army. 
United Press war expert, J.W.T.Mason, 
wrote: 


"Italy's defeat in North Africa 


has besn due to inadequate leader— 
ship, lack of equigment and inahi- 
lity to discard old methods of com- 
bat for the new blitzkrieg tac- 
tics." (New York World Te 1 egran, 
February 8, 1941. 


The Italian forces in Africa were 
of considerable size and as we have 
cited before were regarded to be of 
greater numerical weight than the 
British. 


"On both land and sea the Brit- 
ish in the Mediterranean regions 
were apparently outnumbered by 
Italian forces. Italy's army in 
Egypt has been estimated at between 


250,000 and 350,000 men. An addi- 
tional Italian force — possibly 
100,000 men — is held in East 


Africa. To carry on a Mediterrane— 
an alr war Italy has between 2,200 
and 3,500 planes in active operat-— 
ing squadrons." (New York Times, 
November 10, 1940.) 


In August 1940 the Italian army, 
despite "old methods of combat," 
achieved a sensational "victory" over 
the British and occupied British Soma- 
liland. Then, in September, continu- 
ing to use the same methods, it scored 
another remarkable "success" and occu- 
pied a portion of Egyptian territory. 
On December 9th the British staged in 
Egypt a "reconnaissance in force" and 
since then a whole series of amazing 
Occurrences passed before the dazed 
world. One of the totally "inexplic- 
able" phenomena during those occur- 
Trences was the "strange" conduct of 
the tremendous Italian air fleet of 
which over a thousand planes were 
stationed in Africa. The inactivity 
of the vast air fleet was puzzling to 
those who watched the aviation oper- 
ations closely. Major Alexander fF, 
de Seversky, for twenty years a leader 
of American aviation, got the impres- 
sion that the Italian air force was on 
a sitdowm strike: 


"The number one puzzle of the 
war is the strange behavior of the 
Italian air force. Neither the 
Greek nor the Libyan-Egyptian cam 
paigns gave evidence of Fascist 


My emphasis - Gif.) 
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aviation in the numbers which might 
logically be expected from Italian 
air power." (New York World Teleg- 
ram, December 19, 1940.) 


In this "war" it is perfectly 
logical that everything of importance 
mast of necessity be illogical. It is 
quite possible that do Seversky did 
not realize tnat. He continued to 
show wonder: 


Outbreak of the war 
generally credited with 
3500 war planes, and it 
is estimated that her total now is 
5,000. Wnaile the quality leaves 
macn to be desired, the relatively 
small number of aircraft at the 
disposal of Britain and her allies 
in tas Wediterranean led all ob- 
servers to expect spirited Italian 
aviation enterprise. 

“There nave been magnificent op- 
portunities for Il Duce's aircraft 
to do its stuff. Tne Taranto epi- 
sode offered such an oppartunitye 
A properly organized air force 
would never nave permitted a Brit- 
ish airplane carrier, stationed so 
close to tne coast to get away with 
impunity. All indications are that 
Italian avaiation did not even at- 
tempt to pursue the carrier."(Ibid) 


"At the 
Italy was 
possessing 


Viewing the picture with the eyes 
of a professional airman, de Seversky 
observes in it only the elements re- 
lating to ais field, evidently fully 
swallowing the noisy headlines that 
blare about naval battles. So he 
wrote: 


"The Italian navy at least has 
fougat several running battles. But 
Mussolini's aviation benaves as 
tnousa it were on a stubborn sit-— 
down strike, 

"Expert observers are unable to 
solve tne puzzle. There must be a 
consistent solution, out it sertain- 
We is not visible at tnis 
distance." (Ibid.) 


It certainly is visible. The 
solution of tne "puzzle" and all the 
other "mysteries" and "riddles" of the 
sO-called "Seconda World War" is poge 
sible only tnrough an analysis which 


ecoplately excludes all the fanciful 
yarns that the imperialists and their 
lackeys feed to the masses. : 


De Seversky's statement about the 
numerical inferiority of British aire 
craft in Africa is confirmed from 
other sources: 

"Finally General Wavell's air 
helpers had what they considered 
was @one +o four inferiority." 
(New York Times, January 30, 1941.) 


Corroboration of his assertion 
that Italian aviation is on a "sitdoywn 
strike" has been forthcoming all 
along. The New York Times (February 4, 
1941) wrote: 


“Apordat fell in two days under 
a British air bombardment to whim 
the Italians offered no reply." 


This was true througnout the Al- 
banian and the African campaigns. 
Since the British air force in Africa 
was approximately only one fourth the 
strengtn of the Italian air force, it 
would nave looked absolutely ridicu- 
lous for a nuge fleet of planes to be 
annihilated in an air battle. It vas 
far simpler to create the impression 
that the Italian air force was busy 
elsewhere and to let the British bring 
tneir planes into the game: 


"British fire into Tobruk has 
been aided materially by British 
planes flying as spotters for the 
artillery. No Italian planes have 
appeared to challenge them and 
R.A.F. pilots report that all 


Italian planes in eastern Libya 
have been withdraw to the Berks 
and Benina airdromes outside 
Benghazi." (Richard D. McMillan, 
New York World Telegram, Jan. 21 , 
1941.) 


Other correspondents let slip the 
information that the Italians in the 
Agordat-Barentu section had bombing 
planes, yet they remained inactive 
during the British "capture" of 
Agordat: 


"A correspondent 
ish forces in 


with the Brit- 
the Agordat-Barentu 


zone sent this report on the oper- 
ations there: 

"IThe surprising feature thus 
far has been the comparative inact-— 
ivity of the Italian Air Force, 
although it is believed that the 
Italians have avout 300 bombers and 
fighters in East Africa.'" (The 
New York Times, February 3, 1941.) 


We showed elsewhere (see The Cage 
of Holland, Belgium and France) that 
the method resorted to by the Italian 
alr force in the game of furnishing a 
“igvory’ tO the British was, not. at 
all original with them. The British 
comand employed this tactic to bring 
Hitler's soldiers and the Gestapo into 
the Lowlands and into the most import- 
ant industrial section of France. At 
thut time British aviation was ona 
sort of sitdowmm strike while Hitler's 
plenes were sowing hellfire among the 
Millions of refugees on tne hignvways 
of France and other countries. Now in 
Africa the British air force reversed 
the tactic and participated actively 
in the occupation of towns, wnile the 
Italian air force adopted the former 
Britisa tactic of being "elsewhere." 


Of ccurse the plan of the "magic" 
acts in Africa producing startling ef- 
fects vould have been more difficult 
to put over if the Italian air fleet 
were constantly in view, opposing the 
weaker British air forces and inter- 
fering with General Wavell's land 
movements. Churchill admitted that 
the Italian air fleet was far more 
numerous than the British, but gave 
the impression, without telling when, 
where or how, that the British had 
"wrested the control of the air" from 
the superior Italian air fleet: 


"Of course, none of our plans 
would have succeeded had not our 
pilots, under Air Chief Marshal 
Longmore, wrested tne control of 
the air from a FAR MORE NUMEROUS 
ENEMY." (The New York Times, Feb. 
10, 1941. My capitals - G.M.) 

* KR KK OK he OK OK OK OK 
To the numerous remarkable and 
truly fantastic occurrences, impossible 


"feats," and various phenomena which, 
as Kennedy asserted, “defy expian- 
ation"; to the "mysteries" of the 
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Adriatic, of the Skagerrak, of the two 
British islands in the Channel, of the 
Italian Navy, the Italian air force,of 
the "corridor" witn 60,000 Nazis 
"chasing". a first-rate army of a mil- 
lion men, and to the many other situat- 
ions, totally illogical in a real war, 
was added the "mystery" of the Italian 
conduct in Africa: 


"Italians! Conduct in Egypt 
Puzzling 

“Although the Italians are con 
ceded to have been outgeneraled and 
Outfougnt in the recent battle in 
the Western Desert, several of 
their apparent mistakes remain 
FIRST-CLASS MYSTERIES today. Even 
expert military observers cannot 
tell why the Italians built rock 
fortresses to stop modern tank and 
artillery fire, and why they did 


not observe British armored cars 
‘approaching before the attack in 
the Sidi Barrani area. Most 


mysterious of all is why Italian 
planes did not bomb the British in 
the areas +o the rear during the 


battle." (New York Times, December 
30, 1940. My capitals - GM.) 
This is really so incredible as 


to give the whole game away. Even in 
the days of Feudalism no horseman caidd 
approach a fort without being spied 
from a considerable distance with a 
naked eye. And here the world is re- 


galed with a first-class "mystery" 
eclipsing even the most fantastic 
wonders of the romantic fiction. A 


modern army fails to observe armored 
Cars approaching for an attack? Vosn 
there a single officer or man equipped 
at least with common opera glasses? Tie 


Italians had outposts de? ite hve 
desert, ,odviously observation posts 
for the special purpose of frustrat- 


ing any surprise attack and at the 
first sign of any izregularity in the 
desert to report to headquarters. 
A modern observation post is well- 
provided with spyglasses, powerful 
searchlights and other instruments. 
Unbelievable as it may sound, The New 
York Times states that "Outposts in 
Desert Apparently Failed to Detect 
Approach of British Tank Units." The 
"puzzle" is so "baffling" that not 
only ordinary mortals but ace ord- 
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ing to tne bourgeois press itselT, 
even sxoert military observers cannot 
explain the conduct of tne Italians, 
“why they did not observe British 
armored cars approaching >before the 
attack in the Sidi Barrani area." Ag 
to the reason why tne Italians did not 
take advantage of their numerical 
superiority in the air, it remains 
one of tne “unsolved mysteries" of the 
"Second World War." 


The bourgeois press admits that 
tne explanations offered for the 
"strange" behavior of the Italian air 
force are inadequate: 


"Both air force and army men are 
UNABLE TO EXPLAIN why, during the 
battle, Italian planes were used 
chiefly to strafe advancing British 
troops and to make none too effect 
ive efforts to protect Italian air- 
dromes — 
OF NUMBERS. British planes, mean- 
while, were bombing and strafing 
every Italian airdrome, port and 
supply station in Libya, causing 
the Italians much difficulty. Had 
the Italian planes retaliated in 
kind, the British attack uwndoubted— 
ly would have been hampered, but 
they made only the MOST FEHBLE 
EFFORTS. 

"A neutral observer who was far 
forward during the entire operation 
saw not one Italian plane and heard 
only a few at night. Several ex- 
planations have been offered, but 
NONE SEEMS WHOLLY ADEQUATE," (New 
York Times, December 30, 1940. My 
capitals ~ G.M.) 


In fine, the conduct . of the 
Italian General Staff was made to look 
very muca like that of the man  bal- 
ancing himself on a limb which he is 
s@wing off at the base. 


The reversed interpretatims of 
the topsy-turvy elements in the imperi- 
alist game become only +t00 obvious 
after checking the reports, editorials 
and other comment of the capitalist 
ideologists. In Albania the Itali- 
an army was reported to have  over-— 
equipment of modern weapons of war; in 
Africa, lack of such equipment. 


this despite SUPERIORITY 


The Italians were pictured as 
having imagined that they were fight— 
ing not the modern British mechanized 
army, but.some backward colonials: 


"Ttaly had had months to study 
the German campaign in France, in 
which German armored units were so 
successful, but Italian Marshal 
Rodolfo Graziani apparently thought 
he was fighting a colonial war." 
(Ibid, ) 


course, thought 
nothing of the kind. He had his sece 
ret instructions from Rome, and not 
only from Rome but very probably from 
Berlin, London and Washington. When 
the secret archives of the imperial- 
ists finally fall into the hands of 
the revolutionary workers, the whole 
world will knew what occurred in Munim, 
the essence of the talks Sumner Welles 
had with Hitler and Mussolini, and the 
precise account he rendered t0 
Roosevelt. 


Graziani, of 


In so far as the equipment of 
Graziani's army is concerned, the cor- 
respondents in their dispatches plain- 
ly indicated that the Italian army was 
well armed and prepared for modern 
warfare: 


"British occupation of Kassala 
was described in these circles as 
the 'successful climax of the war 
of manosvre carried out by numeri 
cally inferior ferces against an 
enemy VERY WELL ARMED AD EQUIP- 
PED.'" (New York Times, January 21, 
1941. My capitals - G.lM.) 


The pattern designed as a guide 
for manufacturing "victories" and "de- 
feats" and employed successfully in 
Norway, Holland, Belgium and France 
was now introduced in Africa. This 
pattern consists of a rapid withdrawal 
of an army from fortified positions in 
order to allow the "“enemy" to occupy 
those positions without a fight or 
with as little contact between the two 
"opposing" armies as possible. In the 
Lowlands and in France the program 
called for British and French with- 
drawal; in Albania and Africa, for 
Italian withdrawal: 


eat fae ee 


"In an advance of more than 
seventy miles up to Jenuery 24 
British imperial forces heve en- 
countered the Italians cnly three 
times." (The New York Times, Jan. 
29, 1941.) 


It is very possible tnat no con- 
tact at all had been contemplated «and 
the onrush of the Britisa was a bit 
ahead of schedule. In any event, the 
basic policy of nom-resistance or of a 
mere show of resistance was pursusd 
throughout: 


"Otherwise the British forces, 
despite the speed of their advance, 
found that the Italians had re- 
treated anead of them, abandoning 
villages and fortified positions 
before they could be attacked." 
(Ibid.) 


Indeed, there is nothing that ap- 
proximates tne curious and even em- 
partassingly ridiculous condition in 
which the imperialists find themselves 
in order to carry on their fake ver. 
Most unrealistic of all is their 
attempt to invest it with the mantle 
of realism. Why should an army well 
armed and trained, having superiority 
of numbers, flee one fortified position 
after another even before those posi- 
tions are attacked. Some towns were 
turned over to the British — by proxy! 


"The Sheik of Kassala informed 
the British that they had left, The 
British then occupied the town." 
(New York Times, Jamuary 21, 1941.) 


"At Tesenei, one of the first 
towns taken in Eritrea, the British 
found that Italian troops had fled, 
leaving behind only the Governor's 
chauffeur with a letter requesting 
good treatment for the inhabitants 
of the town." (The New York Times, 
January 29, 1941.) 


Good bye, and take care of the slaves 
of imperialism, said the bloody Fas 
cists to their "democratic" "enemy." 
One might harbor the erroneous idea 
that in Eritrea or in tue Italian 
Somaliland tne terrain is difficult of 
defense. As a matter of fact the ad- 
vantage in this respect is wholly on 


the side of those 
stop an invading army: 


who would try to 


"On the southern fronts in Erit- 
tea, Western Ethiopia, the Kenya 
border and Italian Somaliland, the 
terrain varies oenormously, and 
whether it is rocky mountain 
country or wide stretches of desert 
sands it is equally difficult for 
the advance of forces of all arms» 
From the viewpoint of defense, the 
nature of the country offers EVERY 
FACILITY but so far the Italians 
appear to have made little use of 
this advantage." (Major Claude S. 
Jarvis, New York Times, February 3, 
1941. My capitals - G.M.) 


For some hidden reason fortified 
positions were being abandoned by the 
Italians without waiting for the Brit- 
ish attack. 


Italian soldiers obviously shad 
received orders to surrender to the 
British without offering any resist- 
ance, and they surrendered by the tens 
of thousands. They were ready to sur— 
render to any uniformed man who they 
knew was not an Italian, Thus, Edward 
Kennedy, a reporter of the Associated 
Fress in Libya, related that some 
Italian soldiers surrendered to him, 
and he turned them over to a British 
correspondent or directed them where 
to go to be officially "captured": 


"Dozens of Italian soldiers have 
surrendered to me personally, mis- 
taking me in my correspondent's 
uniform for a British officer. So 
many prisoners have been taken in 
the capture of Tobruk that handling 
them is an annoyance. 

"Faced with the problem of 
whether under the neutrality act an 
American is allowed to cap ture 
prisoners, I have usually found a 
way out by turning those surrender-— 
ing to me over to a British carres~ 
pondent, or directing them to where 
they may be officially captured." 
(Daily News, January 24, 1941.) 


To the confused masses the pice 
ture of the "Second World War" is en- 
veloped in a mist. The military ex 
perts express their doubts and bewil- 


derment and do much "explaining" but 
of course do not offer the correct sx- 
planation, and would not offer it even 
if they were tipped off by the men in 
higher placess 


Hanson W. Baldwin of the New York 
Times has sufficient information to 
realize that the Italian imperialist 
commander, Graziani, is an able gener- 
ale Baldwin cannot evidently igncre 
the fact toat there is something ex- 
tremely “fishy" abaqt the whole Afri- 
can somersault. The peculiar "defeat" 
of the Italian armies he regards as a 
yery curious business? 


"The strange defeat in detail of 
the Italian armies in Libya, with 
tne fall of Tobruk, which the Brit- 
ish Imperial Army of the Nile 
“mopped up" last week, presents in 
retrospect one of the most curious 
campaigns in military history.” 
(The New York Times, Jan.27, 1941.) 


Graziani's seemingly unsound and 
suicidal strategy, tne strategy of 
cutting up his army into segments, 
eacn segment naturally facing a 
superior British force, Baldwin 
regards as a major mystery: 


"Woy Marsnal Rodolfo Gragiani, 
still considered by the Britisa one 
of the ablest colonial and desert 
commanders in the world, should 
have yermitted large segments cf 
his forces to be overwhelmed by 
superior forces; why, in effect,he 
should have opposed the British in 


successive encounters with only 
parts of his army, each of those 
parts doomed to disaster, appears 


on the face of it to be one of the 
major mysteries of the war." (Ibid.) 
Thus’ in thisss“war,/' pyaich, is’ a 
gigantic fraud camouflaged with some 
destruction of life and property in 
order to give it a semblance of genu- 
jineness, the principles of logic and 
strategical science do not and cannot 
hold. Baldwin says furtner: 


"But the Graziani tactics seem 
to be the very negation @f a basic 
strategical principle,the principle 
that tne enemy must be met with 


full strength, that he cannot be 
permitted to strike at separated or 
isolated forces and thus to defeat 
them in detail." 


Graziani, neturally, does not 
have to be instructed in the element~ 
ary principles of military science. It 
is precisely because he imows’ them 
that he was able to accomplisn suc- 
cessfully what he did. Similardy, it 
required good military brains of the 
"Allies" and the Germans to work out 
the scheme of the "corridor" between 
Belgium and France to achieve the 
rapid Nazi occupation of Paris and the 
most important section of France. 
Feeling that he must give something of 
an explanation, Baldwin resorts to the 
old method of disregarding facts es- 
tablished previously by numerous 
reports: 


"Most important was the factor 
of British air power. The British 
EARLY established clear-cut air 
superiority, and, having it, they 
blinded the Italians and worked 
their own will, harassing Italian 
troop movements and concealing and 
Lo Sigs their own." (My capitals 
- GM. 


In the files of the. New York 
Times and of other capitalist news 
papers one can find references to the 
numerically superior strength of the 
Italian air fleet in Africa. Only 
three days after Baldwin wrote the 
above statement one could read in The 
New York Times that the air helpers 
of tne British commander, Wavell, es- 
timated that the Italians had four 
planes to one British. 


Wnile the Graziani tactic negated 

a basic principle of military action, 
the tactic of the British commander, 
General Wavell, was no less a negation 
of war strategy. In a real war, rush- 
ing headlong with small forces speedi- 
ly across an enefmous stretch of 
desert territory with lines of commu- 
nication so drawn out, his situation 
woule have been hopeless. This, of 
course, did not escape notice. Kobert 
P. Post cabling to the N.Y,Times, said: 
"There 


arises the question of 
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how far General Wavell is going to 
pursue them. It would appear that 
his lines of communication are long 
enough at the moment." (The New 
York Times, Jan. 23, 1941.) 


Post even expressed the supposition 
that Wavell might decide "it is time 
to halt an advance that has been made 
with incredibly small forces." 


But Wavell went right dhead 
"conquering," as if by magic, one Ita- 
lian stronghold after another,marching 
unimpeded toward Benghasi. Two weeks 
after Post had made his remarks, the 
editorial of the New York Times asked 
in pretendec wonderment: 


"Ts there any stopping place in 
the Italian retreat in Africa? Un- 
til now it might have been suspect— 
ed that the strange passivity of 
Marshal Graziani was atrick to 
draw the British far from their 
bases to some point where the rem- 
nants of his armies could make a 
guccessrful stand. But where is this 
point? Reports that the garrison 
has begun to withdraw even from 
Benghasi, capital of Cyrenaica and 
one of the proudest and most impos— 
ing of Fascism's "new cities," con- 
firm a growing impression that the 
rout in Libya is not simply an eva 
cuation of one untenable positio n 
after another." (February 7, 1941.) 


And on the next day one read the 


editorial in the New York Times half-— 
admitting the illogicality of the 
farcical spectacle in Africa by the 


mere mention of the fantastically few 
casualties the British army suffered 
in "conquering" one of the precious 
jewels of the Italian empire. Many 
people believe that an army on the of- 
fensive suffers heavier casualties 
than the one that is being attacked. 
This was the common explanation for 
the terrific losses Stalin's army suf- 
fered in Finland. Yet in the Libyan 
affair the incredibly small forces un- 
der General Wavell, on the offensive 
"against" a well-equipped army of a 
quarter of a million men, “captured" 
one fortified place after another, 
"netted over a hundred thousand armed 


sOldiers, and all that at the expense 
of a FEW HUNDRED CASUALTIES: 


"Bengazi has fallen on the six- 
ty first day of a campaign wunprece- 
dented in colonial warfare. An in- 
vasion of 250,000 well-equipped 
troops has been turned into a rout 
and counter-invasion netting some 
114,000 prisoners at the cost of 
only a few hundred casualties." 
(The New York Times, Feb.8, 1941.) 


About two weeks earlier, in the 
January 28th issue, the New York Times 
attempted to hint that the "mystery" 
in Africa was due to a general discon- 
tent in the Italian army: 


"Only one thing is clear in the 
rout of the Italians in Africa. 
That the armies did not retreat but 
waited at point after point to be 
captured by thousands is a mystery 
that suggests widespread disaffec- 
tion not only in the troops but in 
the command." 


Unfortunately that was not the 
case. And on February 7th this 
suggested explanation had to be dis- 
carded by the New York Times. itself; 
also the report of shortage of sup- 
plies and arms had to be negated by 
the admission that great reserves were 
not used by the Italians: 


"This is more like a withdrawal 
from the war than a military re- 
treat. No doubt supplies are laok- 


ing in Africa, as Marshal Graziani 
charged after the first defeat. 
Even if they could be safely trans- 
ported, the home stocks of oil and 
equipment are so low that they 
prove that Italy never expected to 
fight. BUT THE AVAILABLE STORES 
WERE NOT USED, With every advance 
the British have gathered in GREAT 
RESERVES of tanks, trucks, guns and 
food. The Italians are resourceful 
and tenacious fighters when they 
want to fight, as they proved in 
the wars of liberation,at the Piave 
and in Ethiopia, but at no point in 
this battle have they fougnt as 
well as they could. In their sur- 
renders and in their retirement 


- 20 - 


they act like nothing so much as an 
army laying down its arms. 


"There is no hint of revolt in 
the ranks. There is no ‘proor OF 


rebellion at ome. “iy ¢ apjtals apd) 


That the masses in Italy are 
gloomily discontented, that the work~ 
ers in the army are harboring bitter- 
ness and hope of liberation from the 
imperialist tyranny, there is no doubt. 
And there is little doubt that the 
same nolds true for France, Poland and 
other oppressed countries, and even 
for Germany and to a growing extent 


for the British Empire. But the ex- 
planation for the unprecedented 
"mystery" of the Italian “defeats" 


lies elsewhere. Mussolini, Churchill, 
Hitler, Roosevelt, Petain are playing 
ball. On the masks they wear there is 
hatred and rage — the Fascists scowl 
at the "democrats" and the "democrats" 
at the Fascistse Beneath the masks 
there are knowing winks. A network of 
secret commmnications with emissaries 
and envoys darting to and fro, across 
the Atlantic to Europe and back to 
Washington, is spread around the toil- 
ing people and the small countries and 
millions of colonial slaves, Inter- 
national imperialism has temporarily 
shelved its war for booty to collabora 
ate under tne smoke~screen of a purest 
stage-play to tignten the noose of ex- 
ploitation upon the capitalist world 
and finally to partition Stalinist 
Russia. The imperialists can be frus- 
trated only if the workers act to 
overthrow them and establish a Social- 
ist system. 


The scattered information in the 
imperialist press itself, when pieced 
together, yields a sufficiently clear 
picture of the deceptive performance 
acted witn telling efficiency by the 
first class stage-directors of imperi- 
alism. One of these experienced 
directors, tne sly Churchill, put it 
very cleverly and succinctly when he 
told over the radio of his message to 
seneral Wavell on the eve of the 
"magic" performance in Libya: 


"At that time I ventured to draw 
General Wavell's attention to the 
seventh chapter of the Gospel of 


St. Matthew, at the seventh verse, 
where, as you all know or 
ought to know, it is written: 

"Ask, and it shall be given; 
seek, and ye shall find; knock, and 
it shall be opened unto you. 

"The Army of the Nile has asked, 
and it was given; they sought, and 
they have found; they lmocked, and 
it has been opened unto them." 
(The N.Y.Times, Feb. 10, 1941.) 


Such is the "Second World War"| 


VII. 
THE "MIRACLE" OF THE 
~ LIGURIAN SEA 


er more "miracle" of the "Second 
World War" is worth mentioning. It is 
the "miracle" of the Ligurian Sea, the 
bombardment of Genoa by the British 
warships. In an actual War , 
an Admiral proposing action against 
such a strongly fortified city as 
Genoa which, besides its own batteries 
has an additional protection of deadly 
mines, submarines, an efficient air 
force, and the nearby naval base af 
Spezia, would have been eyed either as 
a traitor or an adventurer. But 
things are different in the "Second 
World War." It must be understood 
clearly what the bombardment of Genoa 
involved before the fleet could be 
well within range: 


"Unofficial observers noted one 
or two interesting points in con- 
nection with the bombardment of 
Genoa. For one thing the bombard 
ment involved a bold trip to north~ 
west Italy, well inside Italian 
waters, and back again." (James 
Mac Donald, The New York Times, 
February 10, 1941.) 


The British fleet went inside the 
Italian waters. Ostensibly it  es- 
caped notice of Italian warships, mer- 
chantmen and planes, at least one of 
which mist have been patrolling the 
Ligurian Sea. ifost ships and planes,as 
everybody knows,are radio-equipped. Yet 
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the bombardment was recorded by the 
British Admiralty as a "“eurprise at- 
tack." The British fleet steamed “un- 
observed" through the Italian waters, 
wnica are regarded as impenetrable, 
approacned Genoa and— 


"The British men-of-war rained 
more than 300 tons of shells on all 
farts of the harbor, ignoring the 
risks of Italian mines, submarines, 
airplanes or return fire by shore 
batteries." (Ibid.) 


There was no report of any Brit- 
ish ship striking a mine or being hit 
or attacked by a submarine or damaged 


vy fire, if there was any, from the 
heavily fortified shores. The only 
interference, as far as we could 


aseertain, was by two Italian planes 
reportedly shot down by the British, 
and the only British casualty was one 
plune: 


"Navy officials asserted that 


the only British casualty throughout 


the entire operation was one Sword~ 
fisa plane, which is reported miss— 
ing. Two Italian planes, 'which 
atteupted to interfere! with the 
Britisa attackers, were snot dow, 
according to tne Admiralty comm- 
niguee" (Ibid.) 


Having bombarded Italy's chief 
seaport and one of the important naval 
fortresses of tne country, the British 
witadrew unscatned and passed through 
the Italian waters back into the Medi- 


terranean. The entire exploit eludes 
all logic, is so utterly fantastic as 
to be absolutely unexplainable from 


the military and naval point of view. 
It was, the Kenmedys would say, a 
phenomenon defying explanation. On 
the next day, February llth, The New 
York Times said editorially: 


"Under the ORDINARY conditions 

- of modern warfare, such a naval as- 
sault on a well-fortified port is 
THEORSTICALLY IMPOSSIBLE. Nothing 
like it has been attempted in the 
present conflict, not even in the 
confused naval actions off Norway. 
Yet tue British carried it through 
wito small loss and in comlete 
disragard of the Italian SPREE 
far away at Spezia." (My caps.—Gelie ) 


Mothing so hoviously illegical was at— 


tempted in the "confusec" situation 
off Norway. 
The Italian Fascists also felt 


constrained to say something about the 
incredible "feat" of the British naval 
squadron at Genoa. Giovanni Ansaldo 
exclaimed that "some men cannot see how 
it was possible that an enemy squadron 
could arrive in front of Genoa in full 
daylight" (The New York Times, Feb. 
12, 1941). But of course no explanation 
was given. 

Just as the imperialist generals 
have been violating in this "war" the 
first principles of military science, 
s0 the imperialist admirals have cast 
overboard established views of naval 
tactics: 


",,... the British Navy was able 
— as it has been able to do in the 
Mediterranean —- to violate one of 
its own precepts: that ships cannot 
take on shore batteries." (Robert 
P. Post, The New York Times, Feb. 
12, 1941. My emphasis —- G.M.) 


The "miracle" of the Ligurian Sea 
surpassed the "miracle" of Scapa Flow 
where a Nazi submarine entered the 
well-guarded powerful naval base of 
the British Empire, attacked some war~ 


ships and departed. It is equalled 
only by the great "miracle" of the 
Adriatic. The "inefficiency" of the 


British Navy in the "miracle" of Scapa 
Flow had by now been all forgotten, 
and the only explanation that The New 
York Times could give for so "miracu- 
lous" an event as the bombardment of 
Genoa was that "To the world at large 
it was formal notice of tne wealmess 
of the Italian sea power." The 
"strangely" ineffective behavior of 
the land batteries at Genoa, the "mir- 
aculous" passage of British warships 
through the presumably mined and sup- 
posedly impenetrable waters, and the 
virtual "sitdown strike" of the Itali- 
an air force was for the moment left 
out of sight. It must be stressed 
that an attack upon Genoa was not 
something like an attack upon Valona 
or Tobruk. Genoa may be regarded as 
the very heart of Italy. 


"This blow was aimed straight at 
the heart of Italy from waters sup- 
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posed to be impenetrable.” (Ibid.) 


To show more vividly what a naval 
absurdity, from the point of view of 
actual, war, the British penetration of 
the ITialian waters to the very city of 
Genoa is, it is sufficient to bring to 
the attention of the reader the vast 
-adius of defense a modern naval base 
vrovides. For instance: 


“The "Gibraltar of Asia," as 
Singapore has been called, provides 
an eir and naval base for the de- 
fense of India, of the Netherlands 
Indies, of the British possessions 
that string across the vast Pacific 
distances to Australia and New 
Zealand." (The New York Times, Feb. 
16 1941.) 


It will be remembered that Aust- 
ralia lies 2,450 miles from Singapore. 
Another illustration is Pearl Har- 
vor, It forms a naval pivot for the 
entire nortaeastern Pacific. No fleet 
can approach San Francisco 2,400 miles 
away, or the Panama Canal 5,389 miles 
distant without being intercepted by 
the naval and air forces which are 
based on Pearl Harbor. But in the 
case of the bombardment of Genoa, the 
Italian air and naval forces stationed 
at the great naval base and arsenal of 
Spezia only a few minutes' flight from 
Genoa, remained "strangely" unconcern- 
ed about the British blow aimed 
straight at "the heart of Italy"! I+ 
must have taken the British warships 
sometime to pour out 300 tons of 
shells, yet the only reported attempt 
to interfere came from two Italian 


planes, and the only British loss was 
one plane! 
VIII 
THE CLEAR AND THE OBSCURE 
rt IN THE 
GREEK AND AFRICAN EVENTS 

e recall that during’ the 
"miracle" of Dunkerque, the British 
left great stores of supplies to the 
Nazis. Nowthe British were recom 


pensed in part for that expenditure: 


"The rumber of prisoners cap- 
tured by the British must now ex- 
ceed 120,000, not counting large 
mambers of Italians killed. The 
booty inoludes vast quantities of 
supplies, nearly 300 tanks, thous- 
ands of guns, machine-guns and 
small arms and hundreds of trucks, 
leaving the Italian divisions re~ 
maining outside the British lines 
with a serious shortage of auxili- 
ary armament." (The New York Times, 
February 8, 1941.) 


The Italian army was well sup- 
plied not only with tanks, artillery, 
planes, munitions and emall arms but 
also with huge amounts of food and 
clothing: 


"The British have found incred— 
ible amounts of food and clothing 
abandoned by the Italians." (Wor 1d 
Telegram, February 6, 1941.) 


What was this "mystery" in Africa 
if not a deliberately manufactured 
"“vigtory" fer Churchill! 


Why was this "victory" necessary 
for the imperialist powers? It is im 
possible to ascertain the hidden mo- 
tive behind every detail, every move 
the imperialists are making in their 
farereaching secretly-~directed gamee 
Tt is very likely that by continuing 
the uninterrupted, wnrealistic "suce 
cesses" of the “Asis" they began to 
sense the danger of being found out, 
Perhaps, therefore, that was the rea- 
son the bourgeoisie began to spread 
the hope that the British too would 
soon achieve "victories." That seems 
to be the point behind the remarks of 
Churchill in the Commons on January 
22, 1941: 


"But my mind goes back to a few 
weeks ago when our critics were 
crying out about our inaction 
against Italy and wondering whose 
Was the hidden hand that was 
shielding Mussolini from British 
wrath. 

"At the time, 


I endured these 
taunts in silence 


because I knew 


SS 


the large and daring measures which 


had already been taken by which is 
has been since rendered possible to 
gain tne spiendid victories in 
Libya, Sidi Barrani and Bardia." 


It may be that the need for Brit- 
ish "victory" is only part of the ex- 
planation for the "mystery" of Africa 
as Well as the "mystery" of Albania. 
Without question the imperialists are 
pbuilding up a feeling among the masses 
that Hitler is invincible. 5e it re- 
membered that one of the "mysteries" 
is that he has not "lost" a gin 
"battle." Perhaps he will be brought 
into the Albanian and African pictures 
and made to appear to tip the scale. 
In, any event, it is necessary to keep 


the elerents that are clear apart from 


those whica have not yet become plain. 
That the "Second World War" is a 
sham war, of that there is no 
shadow of a doubt, but it is too early 
to determine the precise and immediate 
role the African and Albanian affairs 
play in tne general gigantic plot. 


IX. 
THE BRITISH "BLOCKADE" THE "axis" 


eatures estadlishing the fact 

that the "belligerents" are very ami- 
cably conducting their affairs can be 
found in abundance. Let us take the 
instance of the Nazi trade with Latin 
America. Supposedly there is a Brit- 
ish blockade. Last June news leaked 
out that German industrialists made 
attractive offers of merchandise 
to traders in Brazil and other Latin- 
Amerioan countries. These offers were 
declared to be mere propaganda, al- 
though the Latin-American traders oex- 
préssed conviction that some goods 
would slip tne British "blockade." 


"According to letters to the ex- 
porters, the Latin-American buyers 
are convinced that at least part of 
that merchandise on which Germany 
is soliciting orders was made up in 
the belief that it could be slip- 
ped through the Allied blockade in 
Italian vessels." (The New York 
Times, June 3, 1940.) 


Ships carrying Nazi merchandise 
to Brazil were intercepted by the 
British warships. And it wasn't musi- 
cal instruments or pencil sharpeners 
that the Nazi merchandise consisted 
of, dut definitely contraband of war, 
for it consisted of arms! 


"One of three ships recently 
stopped by the British Navy was the 
freighter Siquera Campos, bringing 
to Rio de Janetro arms purchased 
from the Krupp works in Germany in 
1938. The ship was held at G&bralt— 
ar, and Brazil demanded its release, 
for a precedent had to be estab— 
lished if other shipments were to 
get through." (Walter Kerr, New 
York Herald Tribune, Jan.11,1941.) 


Well, what happened? Was the 
precedent established for other ships to 
get through? 

"The order from Krupp, which 
amounted to $45,000,000, was pro- 
bably the greatest placed by Brazil 
in modern times for army 
equipment.... 

"The uproar that the detention 
of the Segeira Campos caused in 
Brazil produced the desired result. 
The ship was RELEASED, and presun 
ably future shipments will get 
through." (Ibid. My capitals -G.M.) 


Thus do the British imperialists 
"blockade" the Nazis — by permitting 
passage of huge shipments of war 
Material from German imperialists to 
their customers. 


We can cite another interesting 
item which appeared in the press seven 
months after Italian ~-impe@ialism 
entered the "war": 


"Despite the war and the British 
blockade, the Italian owned and op- 
erated air line, L.A.T.I., has 
maintained a link between the Rome— 
Berlin Axis and the Western Hemi- 
sphere, completing its first year 
of operation last December 23rd. 


"Land planes making weekly 
flights between Rome and Rio de 
Janeiro have enabled Germany and 


Italy to remain in direct contact 
with South America and the United 
States without running the risk of 


- of - 


confiscation or censarship by Brit-. 
ish authorities. 

"Between June 10, 1940, the date 
of Italy's entry into the war, and 
Dec. 23, 1940, the line's planes 
made thirteen westbound flignts and 
fifteen eastbound flights." (The 
New York Herald Tribune, January 
16, 1941.) 


Such is the "Second World War"! 


CO NO hyU. St) Oat 


ae present policy of the chief 
capitalist powers has nothing in com 
mon with "super-imperialism" of the 
Kautskian school. The imperialists 
have momentarily suspensed their gang 
war for the purpose of combining to 
put over a gigantic plot which re- 
quires the cooperation of all the 
leading bandits. The classical prece- 
dent for such combined action among 
the imperialist powers is the inter- 
vention in Russia in 1918-1921. At 
that time, all the capitalist powers, 
though divided by sharp antagonisms, 
combined in an effort to reestablish 
capitalism in Russia. Today inter- 
national capitalism is attempting to 
save itself througn a strenuous effort 
of temporary collaboration in virtual- 
ly every field. If it succeeds, which 
is quite possible although not at all 
certain, it will establish a slavery 
on this eartn far more cruel = and 
brutal than ever before. The only 
force that can frustrate the financial 
vultures and prevent the establishment 
of a military—~industrial serfdom, that 
can overthrow all oppression and 
exploitation of man by man is the only 
progressive class in modern society, 
the proletariat. 


But the proletariat lies pros- 
trate, a helpless slave and victim of 
the imperialists, because it is para. 
lyzed by the poison of opportunism, as 
in the actual war in1914. At that 
time the chief opportunist poison was 
Social Democracy which tied the masses 
to the imperialist "fatherland." To- 


day Social Democracy drugs millions of 
workers with the ensnaring illusion 
that the "democracies" are fighting 
Fascism. But far more powerful and 
deadly than Social Democracy is the 
potent virus of Stalinism. This op- 
portunist monster, having usurped the 
traditions of October, is parading be- 
fore the workers in the disguise of 
"Bolshevism." The Stalinists have 
been betraying the toilers since the 
degeneration of the Soviet Republic 
set in, during Lenin's illness in 
1921-1922. Pretending that they are 
duplicating the line which Lenin put 
forth during the actual imperialist 
war, these infinitely treacherous de- 
ceivers of the workers spread the 
paralyzing lie that Churchill and Hit- 
ler are really fighting each othere 
"The war that has broken out in Europe 
is the Second Imperialist War." (De- 
Claration of the National Committee, 
CeP.UeSeAe) That's how the Stalinist 
poisoners becloud the minds while the 
imperialists in secret collaboration 
are aapidly spreading the tentacles of 
Hitler's Gestapo. But the Stalinist 
burocrats of the "Comintern," the 
counter-revoOlutionary machine which 
bears the same name it bore when it 
was a Leninist organization, are not 
only pseudo-Bolsheviks who deceive the 
workers with the distracting fable of 
the "Second Imperialist War" or "Sec- 
ond World War." The political aids of 
the "Comintern," the Trotskyites and 

keft Trotskyites, echo the Browders 
and Dimitrovs. In phrases almost 
identical with those employed by the 


"Comintern," the Trotskyites state 
that "... the war in Europe is an 
imperialist war" (Socialist Appeal, 


October 17, 1939). And the Socialist 
Appeal's brother-under-the-skin, the 
Fighting Worker (Oehler), declares: 
"Everybody should know that the second 
imperialiat war started last Septem 
pber.... 


All the reactionary forces, 
pseudo-Bolshevism as well as imperial 
ism, are deceiving the workers. Un- 
less these forces are exposed, unless 
the proletariat eliminates from its 
body the poison of pseudo-Bolshevism 
and learns the truth about the imperi- 
alist policies, about Stalin and 


ah aia 


Trotsky, the world bourgeoisie will future, the first step in doing away 
successfully carry out its diabolical with the black present, is the expo- 
schemes; and very probably after it sure and destruction of the deadly 
wipes out the class-conscious vanguard acid of pseudo-Bolshevism and the 
and the remnants of Ootober it will building of a new Marxist party. 
drench the world in blood in a gemuine 

second imperialist war. The first George Marlen 
step in preventing such a horrible February 21, 1941 
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THE S.W.P. AND THE FOOD WORKERS UNION 


(How the Trotskyites Saved 
the Stalinist Gang) 


HE SOCIALIST WORKERS PARTY lead- 
| ers (Cannonites) picture the mass 
work they conduct in the trade unions 
as the specific form of what they term 
their everyday struggle against Sta- 
linism and other forms of opportwmism 
in the working-class ranks. Stalinism 
4n the trade unions constitute a basic 
menace to the interests of the workers. 
Around the time of the Second National 
Convention of the S.W.P.,Cannon wrote: 


"No, you cannot ignore the Sta- 
linists. More than that, you can 
not gain a single inch of ground 
and hold it in the trade unténs. 
without an intelligent and unre- 
lenting fight against Stalinism." 
(Socialist Appeal, June 23, 1939.) 


Cannon further stated 
above-named period: "Ninety percent 
of party work must >be directed to tie 
trade unions." (Ibid., June 30, 1939.) 
It is to be observed that the S.W.P.'s 
mass work in the trade unions consti- 
tutes an overwhelming portion of what 
it calls its struggle against Stalin- 
ism. These formulations, as every 
S.W.P. memoer and sympathizer lmows, 
have been reaffirmed again and again 


during the 


since the time they were first made, 
and are the fundamental orient— 
ation of the 5.W.P. activities. 


The New York City food workers 
are a highly militant section of the 
proletariat, generally speaking. For 
many years the deadly influence of the 


Stalinist burocrats amongst large 
sections of these workers has been 
particularly marked. Moreover, the 


Stalinist leaders have been deeply en-— 


trenched in the food workers! union in 
New York City. The S.W.P. leaders 
have always claimed that it is their 
aim to rout the Stalinist burocrats 
from their positions in the food work 
ers' union. 


The career of the Stalinist lead- 
ers in the food workers' union has 
followed the usual criminal course of 
Stalinism amongst the. workers. Gang- 
sterism, pilfering, sell-outs, doubdle~ 
crossing, collusion with the bosses, 
and the like have constituted the 
policy of Stalinism in the food work 
ers' union. In an article dealing 
with Loca] 302, a major unit of the 
Cafeteria Workers, Hotel and Restaur- 
ant Union (AFL), the Socialist Appeal 
wrote:— 


"In the four-year domination of 
the union by the Commnist Party, 
it has been completely exposed as 
an agency of the bosses within the 
ranks of the workers." (June 29, 
1940.) 


This particular Local 302 of the food 
workers' union has been dealt with in 
the columns of the Socialist Appeal 

over a considerable period of years. 
Three consecutive issues of the Social 
ist Appeal in the recent period (Dec. 

21 and 28, 1940 and Jan. 4, 1941) have 

had front-page articles dealing with 
Local 302. It is apparent that some 

very vital activities occurred in this 

union recently. Let us examine, then, 

how the S.W.P. "fought Stalinism" in 
its mass work in this union. 


In 1936, the Stalinists captured 
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the wnion control by making a typical 
deal with the gangster elements in it, 
as hes been admitted by the Trotsky- 
ites. By 1938, a "Progressive" wing 
existed in the union which in December 
of that year polled 1,258 votes, Larry 


Phillips carrying the “Progressive” 
standard (Socialist Appeal, December 
17, 1938). 


In December 1939, the so-called 
"Progressive" bloc made even greater 
gains, obtaining 42 per cent of the 
votes and electing two business agentd, 
Juan Aviles and Joe Diaz, as well as 
three members of the General Council 
and five members of the Executive 
Board. The strangle-hold of the 
Stalinist burocrats over the wnion 
machineyy appBpared to be shaken. 


"These revoltp of the culinary 
workers against the Stalinists came 
as a result of three-years misrule. 
The Stalinists rode roughshod over 
the interests of the membership. 
They signed agreements which are a 
disgrace to the labor movement. In 
many locals they have given up 
union control over hiring and 
firinge They have signed two and 
three year contracts which make no 
provisios for the rising cost of 
living. They ruthlessly squelched 
the voice of the rank and file 
which cried out § against this 
treachery." (Socialist Appeal, Dec- 
ember 30, 1939.) 


In June 1940, elections were 
again held in Local 302:- 


"There are two candidates in the 
field, William Kincheloe,represent- 
ing the ‘United Orange Ticket' of 
the progressive anti-administration 
bloc, and Costas Dritsas,represent- 
ing the Stalinist 'Rank-and-File! 
machine which controls the admini- 


stration." (Socialist Appeal, June 
22, 1940.) 
In this election, Kincheloe, the 


"Progressive," defeated Costas Dritsas, 
the Stalinist representative:- 


"The members of the Cafeteria 
Workers Union of New York, Loeal 
302, delivered a dedisive defeat to 


the Communist Party machine domin 
ating the local, when William 
Kincheloe, Progressive, was elected 
by a margin of 240 votes over his 


Stalinist opponent." (Socialist 
Appeal, June 25, 1940.) 
The S.W.P. expressed gratification 


over this and formulated the next task 
in Local 302: 


"The big task of the Progres- 
sives now is to prepare for the 
elections in Becember when the Sta 
linists can be completely swept 
out." (Ibid.) 


The Stalinist machine by June 1940 was 
decidedly shaken in Local 302 and at 
the next election, December 1940, 
could "te completely swept out," ac- 
cording to the 5.W.P. While in June 
the S.W.P. posed the sweeping out of 
the Stalinists in the December ol- 
ections as a possibility, in August, 
this possibility was presented as a 
certainty:- 


"His [Kincheloe's | victory 
means that the Stalinist adminis~ 
tration is now a ‘lame duck,! no 
longer representing the membership, 
and certain to be ousted at the 
December regular elections." (Soc- 
dalist Appeal, August 3, 1940. My 
emphasis - A.B.) 


In the next issue of the Socialist Ap- 
peal, this was repeated: 


“Having recently lost to the 
‘progressives a by-election for the 
presidency of the union, a fore 
Yumner of certain defeat in the 
Fegular elections for all off*ces 
in December, the Stalinists nad 
made’ a desperate attempt to relly 
all their forces for the election 
of delegates." (Ibid. August 10, 
1940. My emphasis - A.B.) 


Let us see how the Socialist Work- 
ers Party contributed to this task of 
decisively routing the Stalinist buro- 
crats in December 1940; 


Not long after his election to 
the leadership of the local,Kincheioe, 
the "Progressive," double-crossed his 


raction and entered into a bloc with the 


"right-wing" gang which was battling 
for control against both the Stalin- 
ists and the "Progressives." The 
latter, in danger of losing the posi- 
tion they had won, entered into an al- 
liance with the Stalinist clique head- 
ed by Costas Dritsas. This, by the 
way, gives a revealing picture of the 
thoroughly unprincipled character of 
the so-called "Progressive" leadership 
of Local 302, After having been the 
butt of Stalinist hounding for years 
and having paraded as unswerving ene~ 
mies of the Stalinist burocrats, t he 
"Progressives" formed an alliance with 


the Stalinist gangsters! Moreover, 
the "Progressives," in forming the 
bloc, yielded the two leading pogi- 


tions, President and Secretary-Treasu- 
er, to the Stalinists. 


It is at this point in the pic- 
ture that we see the 5S.W.P. openly 
flinging off its "anti-Stalini st" 
mask. The Trotskyites were a part 
of this Stalinist+"Progressive" bloc, 
within the so-called "Progressive" wing. 
The Stalinist burocrats and their new 
“allies," the “Progressives,” rigged up 
a program which "promises" the workers 
everything beautiful in trade unionism 
The Stalinists are old hands at this 
game! Promises cost nothing andc an 
be squirmed out of with the greatest of 
ease. The December 21, 1940 issue of 
the Socialist Appeal (page 2) publisn- 
ed this programme without a single 
word of comment or warning. In fact, 
the Socialist Appeal characterizes the 
programme as "the militant program." 
The fact that the Trotskyites wre 
in the horse-deal with the Stalinist 
burocrats is directly indicated by the 
Socialist Appeal's write-up of the e- 
lections in Local 302:- 


"The right wingers yell loudest 
about the Trotskyists and Stalin- 
ists uniting against them." (Ibid. 
Pe Le) 


The clique alliance with the Stalin- 
ist burocrats is palmed off by the So 
cialist Appeal as a matter of "militant 
unionism" “against the corrupt right 
wing officials" (Ibid.). Tims, all of 
a sudden, the Stalinist gangsters have 


become, according to the Trotskyite SWR 


craésest demagogic fakery. 


advocates of militant unionism 
battlers against corrupticn. 


and 


The next issne of tue Socialist 
Appeal carries the news that the Stae 
linist-"Progressive" bloc made a clean 
sweep in the elections of Local 302. 
On what, according to the Trotskyites, 
was the “united front" led by the 
treacherous Stalinist gangsters based? 


“What is more, the united front 
was based on a genuine fighting 
program in the interests of all 
food workers against the bosses." 
(Socialist Appeal, Dec.28, 1940.) 


There was no end to the wonders of 
this Stalinist-led “united fronts. 


"All combined on the one supreme 
immediate task confronting the 
union membership: smashing the men- 
ace of racketeers and boss~controle 
led labor fakers." (Ibid.) 


No worker would even gather from the 
Socialist Appeal that the "programme" 
concocted by the Stalinist gang is the 
Quite the 
contrary, the whole swindle is foisted 
by the Socialist Appeal on its trust- 
ing readers as a bonafide struggle 
against corrupt union practices! 


The new president of Local 302 is 
Costas Dritsas, the old Stalinist 
burocrat, one of those who, according 
to the Socialist Appeal of June 1940, 
should have been swept out of the 
union. The Secretary-Treasurer is 
Kramberg, the leader of the Stalinist 
fraction in the union, while the two 
minor general offices, General Org ar~ 
izer and Labor Chief, went to Pro- 
gressives," Phillips and Aviles. The 
Stalinists are thus again in control 
of the machinery of Local 302. The 
Socialist Appeal carries not a syl- 
lable revealing to the workers that 
this was an enormous victory for Sta 
linism in the trade unions. Indeed 
the Cannonite leaders present a neat 
cover-up of this fact; the issueof 
the Socialist Appeal relating the 
victory of the Stalinist-"Progressive" 
bloc has on its front page a prominent 
picture of Larry Phillips, the "Prog- 
ressive" ~ not Dritsas, the Stalinist, 
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ym see, because this would be some- 
wost "“embarrassing" to the mighty 
“anti-Stulinist" Socialist Appeal. 


Thus while in August 1940, the 
Trotskyite S. W. Pe. set as the pros- 
pect of Local 302 for December 1940 
the Stalinists' “certain defeat in 
the regular elections for all of- 
fices," when the December 1940 elec- 
tions came around the Socialist Wor- 
kers Party took part ina maneuver 
wnich put the Stalinist burocr ats 
right back in control of the union. 
Shortly after the elections im Local 
302, the utterly confused workers, im~- 
agining that they had won a victory 
over reaction, held a celebration. 
The leading burocrats made eloquent 
speeches "promising" their victims a 
joyous future. The Socialist Appeal 
carried a report of this celebration:— 


"The four speakers of the even- 
ing were the General Officers just 
elected: Costas Dritsas, President 
(United Rank and File Club); Sam 
Kramberg (same group); Secretary- 
Treasurer; Larry Phillips, General 
Organizer (United Progressive 
Group); and Juan Aviles, Labor 
Chief (United Spanish Workers Club)." 
(Socialist Appeal, Jan. 4, 1941.) 


The Socialist Appeal wisely kept mm 
about the fact that Dritsas and Kram- 
berg are Stalinists. Moreover, the 
Trotskyite paper, falling in line with 
the demagogy of the Stalinist buroc- 
rats, reported that:- 


"Dritsas struck the keynote when 
he spoke of the fight for a better 
contract for the 10,000 members of 
the union," (Ibid.) 


Cannon's paper peddled this without a 
single word of exposure, due clearly 
to the fact that Cannon is supporting 
the Stalinist ourocrats. The Social- 
igt Appeal even promises the workers 
that under the Stalinist leadership 
the union will put up an honest fight 
dn the interests of the workers:-— 


"Tt was clear from the speeches 
and the splendid morale of the 
audience that the bosses are in for 
a fight when the new contract nego- 


tiations begin." (Ibid. 
is a A.B.) 


My emphas- 


The "agency of the bosses within the 
ranks of the workers," as the Social- 
ist Appeal described the Stalinist 
burocrats in Local 302 only six months 
ago, nOw appears as a genuine fighter 
against the bosses, At the ond of 
1938 the Socialist Appeal wrotet— 


"The history of the mismanage- 
ment of the local by the Stalinists 
reads like a nightmare — open col- 
laboration with the notorious Boss- 
es Association, the Affiliated Res-— 
tauranteurs, Inc., and organized 
campaign of terror against the rank 
and file who are fighting for clean 
unionism and democratic control of 
the local." (December 31, 1938.) 


But now that the Trotskyites entered 
the bloc with the Stalinist burocrats, 
all this is "discreetly" omitted. 


The argument might be raised: 
But suppose the workers of Local 30 2 
under the new leadership do get some 
gains in the forthcoming negotiations 
with the bosses. Would not this show 
that the entry of the Trotskyite lead- 
ers into the bloc with the Stalinists 
served the interests of the workers? 
The reply is: Absolutely not! It is 
entirely possible for the Stalinist 
burocrats to get some reformist gains 
for the workers in certain situationse 
In fact, in the past the Stalinist 
leaders actually obtained such 
gains for the workers —- in France, for 
example, during the Popular Fron t 
period when certain reforms were in- 
troduced — mainly on paper, but 
some in reality - by the Popular Front 
Government. But to point to this exe 
ample is to reveal the nature of the 
"gains" won by the workers wnder the 
trea¢therous, counter-revolutionary lead- 
ership of Stalinism (we may add her oe 
Social Democracy, reformism, anarchism, 
etc.). These "gains" are a trap for 
the workers, a palliative to qu ie t 
them down while the bourgeoisie prepare 
themselves for a decisive assault.Only 
Bains won under a genuine revolution- 
ary leadership are genuine gains for 
the workers. All others are illusory 
and deceptive, a part of the system of 
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demagogy witn which the opportunists 
paralyze the masses. The task of 
Marxists is to warn the workers 
against such "gains," not to palm them 
off as genuinse 


The Socialist Appeal, it should 
be recalled,is the chief propagandist- 
ic front of the S.W.P. It may be said 
without an iota of exaggeration that, 
except for the phrase which mentions 
the Trotskyites uniting with the Sta 
linists, the reports af the elections 
in Local 302 appearing in the three 
issues of the Socialist Appeal could 
have appeared word for word in the 
Daily Worker. In neither paper is 
Driteas referred to as a Stalinist; in 
neither paper is the victory of the 
Stalinist-"Progressive" bloc mentioned 
as a victory for treacherous Stalinism; 
in both papers the entire swindle just 
perpetrated in Local 302 is palmed off 
as a genuine victory of the food work 
ers over reaction. 


In the Trade Union Resolution of 
the Plemm of the National Committee 
of the S.W.P. printed in the Socialist 
Appeal of Nov. 26, 1938, there occurs 
the sentence: : 


"In order to save the unions 
from destruction, we unite with all 
serious elements to exclude tile 
agents of Stalinism from control of 
unions, " 

This is the paper resolution. The 
reader of the Socialist Appeal sees 
only this "anti-Stalinist" front. The 
behind-the-scenes machinations in sup- 
port of Stalinism are not seen by the 
reader. The mass work of the 5S. W. Pe 
therefore appears in the eyes of its 
feilowers as a struggle againat Stalin- 
ism. The mass work of the Trotskyites 
is in reality a form of gupport to Sta- 
linism, directly and indirectly, as we 
have shown concretely in the case of 
the recent events in Local 302 of the 
food workers! union. To what does all 
the "anti-Stalinist" noise epppaing 
for years in the Socialist Appeal 
in its articles on Local 302 boil 
down? To a demagogic front 
which conceals a fundamentally o- 
portunist, pro-Stalinist line. The 
Trotskyite worker, as he read this 


‘anti-Stalinist' outpouring, imagined 

that the S.W.P. was engaged ina life- 
and-deatn struggle against counter- 
revolutionary Stalinism in the food 
workers' union. The upshot of the en- 
tire affair turned out to be a matter 
of helping to re-establish the domin- 
ation of Stalinism in Local 302 and of 
palming off a gang of opportunist 
office-seekers as "Progressives." 


In the Trotskyite reader's mind 
there is possibly the idea that in 
supporting the Stalinist bur 0 crats 
against the "right wingers" the Trot— 
skyites were serving the interests of 
the workers. Implicit in this idea is 
the concept that somehow the Stalinist 
burocrats are not as bad as the "right 
wingers." According to Cannon, how 
éver, not even all the bosses them 
selves are as great a danger to the 
trade union movement as the Stalinists: 


"The Stalinists are a GREATER . 
DANGER to the trade union movement 
THA] ALL TEE BOSSES precisely be- 
Saase they attack from within." 
(Socialist Appeal, May 14, 1938. My 
Capitals - A.B.) 


This is an wndeniable fact. Because 
the Stalinist leaders mask themselves 
as Communists, they are able to 
mislead the workers with an efficiency 
waich the open and undisguised enemies, 


the bosses, are undble to attain. Yet, 
a victory for this most dangerous foe 
within the working class is paraded 


by the Trotskyites as a vietory for 
the workers! Here there stands clear- 
ly revealed the concealed pro-Stalin- 
ist core of the Trotskyist "anti-Sta -— 
linist" front. 


* * * * 


he question arises: 
the Stalinist burocrats 
against the Trotskyites form a bloc 
with them? The answer is indicated in 
an article in Cannon's Fourth Interna- 
tional (February 1941, p. 39) and in 
The Militant (February 8, 1941) where 
the Stalinists are pictured as at pre- 
sent in danger of losing their hold 
over the unions. It is in order to 
prop up their unstable control in the 
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vniongs that the Stalinist burocrats 
are willing to make use of the Trot- 
skyites' support in so-called “united 
fronts." 


bd * * * 


A word about the Shachtmanite 
Workers Party in connection with the 
elections in Local 302. When Shacht- 
man was still in Cannon's Party, he 
participated in every opportunist po-~ 
licy and maneuver of that organization. 
Now that Cannon kicked Shachtman out, 
the latter puts on a front of being 
very critical of the 5.W.P. Conse- 
quently, the Dece 30, 1940 issue of 
Shachtman's Labor Action chides the 
$.W.P., because in the Socialist Ap- 
peal'g reports of the events in Local 
302 "There is no criticism of the Sta- 
linist record in the union, no indi- 


cation of the limited nature of the 
bloc, no warning as to the future 
course of the Stalinists." But Labor 
Action does not disagree in principle 
with the policy of the S.W.P. In 


fact, Labor Action in this issue defi- 
nitely states that "...a bloc with the 
Stalinists in a union is permissible 
under certain conditions....." Under 
wnat conditioms, it may be asked? When 
the Stalinists pursue a policy in the 
interests of the workers? When will 
this all-essential condition occur? 
We answer categorically: Never! A 
bloc with Stalinism can be only 
against the interests of the masses, 
for Stalinism has no policy but 
counter-revolution. Labor Action has 
no Objection to the S.W.P.'s helping 
to re-establish Stalinist control of 
Local 302; it objects only to the fact 


that the 5.W.P. did not make en ough 
“anti-Stalinist" noise. Like the Soe 
cialist Appeal, Shachtman's Labor 


Action palms off the victory of the 
Stalinist gangsters as a defeat of re- 
action. The headline of the article 
in Labor Action reporting the elec- 
tions in Local 302 reads: "Reaction 
aries Beaten In Cafeteria Union Elec- 
tion." An honest, Marxist headline 


would read: Reactionar ¥s Victérious 
in Cafeteria Union Electionss Stalin- 
ist Counter-Revolutionaries Again in 
Control of Local 3023 Trotskyiats 
Assist Stalinism to Victory. 


we * * * 


he Trotskyite leaders pretend 
that by their "mass work" in the trade 
unions they are building a new revolue 
tionary party. In reality, the Trot- 
skyite mass work is a method of build- 
ing Stalinism, directly and indirectly. 
The Trotskyite mass work is a system 
of demagogy with which the Cannons and 
Shachtmans inveigle anti-Stalinist- 
minded revolutionary workers and tie 


them to one opportunist fraud after 
another. Trotskyite mass work is a 
method of preventing a struggle 


against Stalinism. Sometimes it takes 
the form of more or less open support 
to Stalinism, as in Local 30; at 
Other times it is a matter of divert- 
ing the workers from a struggle against 
Stalinism by getting them to support 
such ludicrous bourgeois fakery as the 
Ham-and-Eggg Plan in California; while 
at Other times it takes the form of 
deceiving the workers into circulating 
petitions for the pacifist Iudlow Re- 
ferendum or supporting the corrupt, 
opportunist, bourgeois American Labor 
Party. Whatever the form the Trot- 
skyite mass werk assumes, it isa 
technique to paralyze politically ad 
vancad, anti-Stalinist revolution a ry 
workers and frustrate their desire to 
combat and defeat the Stalinist 
counter-revolution. The first task of 


honest, revolutionary workers who de- 
sire to combat the Stalinist counter- 
revolution and to create a new revolu- 
tionary Party is to break with the 
Cannons and Shachtmans, the disguised 
agents of Stalinism. 


Arthur Burke 
January 10, 1941 


we Kn = 


TH ee OER One moet 


S08, 0 O-L 


On SP A Losel: Bel Gis Ca leo ay 


Raa aL PRIN 5 ET FST 


CF THE WORKINGCLASS 


Se ee ee eee eee ee 


| ENSHRINING RADEK IN THE HEART 


rr THE STALINIST DEGENERATION of 
the Bolshevik Party, very few 
former revolutionists exhibited their 
opportunist transformation in so pro- 
nounced a form as did Karl Radek. In 
his services to Stalinism there were 
some outstanding moments of Radek's 
career. 


In 1923 he aided the opportunist 
leaders of the German Communist Party, 
Brandler and Thalheimer, to carry out 
the treacherous policy of coalition 
wita Social Democrats througn which 
Stalin, Zinoviev and other Russian 
renegades betrayed the German October. 
Later, during the period of tne rise 
of the Chinese revolution,Radek skill- 
fully concealed Stalin's policy of 
betrayal in China and pictured a rosy 
future for the Chinese workers and 
peasants. When the Stalin-Zinov iev— 
Kamenev bloc exploded in the open, 
Radek, at that time @ member of the 
"Left Opposition," proposed that Trot— 
sky make a factional bloc with Stalin 
against the Zinoviev-Kamenev clique. 
After Radek was expelled and exiled he 
completely capitulated to Stalin, and, 
no longer in the guise of an "Opposi- 
tionist," Radek continued his work of 
peddling Stalinist poison to the Rus- 
sian masses and the world proletariat. 
Every day in the week and every week 
in the year, and year in and year out, 
Radek betrayed the workers in tae in- 
terests of the Stalinist burocracy. 
One of the most able of the Stalinist 
journalists, Radek made strenuous ef- 
forts to corrupt the workers with Sta 
linist vices. A particularly vile and 
fulsome piece of work in which Radek, 
with Byzantine flattery and hypocrisy, 
depicted his master Stalin as building 


socialism was his masterpieces "The 
Architect of Socialist Sociaty." 


To cover up the demagogy of the 
burocrats who were pretending they 
had completed the construction of sc- 
Clalism at a time when the masses of 
the Soviet Union lacked even such el- 
ementary food as milk, Radek with bru-~ 
tal cynicism “explained" that milk is 
@ product of cows, not of socialism. 
Trotsky testifies:- 


"'Ts it not monstrous?! we wrote 
in March 1932. ‘The cowtry can 
not get out of a famine of goodse 
There is a stoppage of supplies at 
every step. Children lack milk. 
But the official oracles announce: 
"The country has entered into the 
period of socialism!" Would it be 
possible more viciously to compro— 
Mise the name of socialism?! Karl 
Radek, now a prominent publicist of 
the ruling Soviet circles, parried 
these remarks in the German liberal 
paper, Berliner Tageblatt, in a 
special issue devoted to the Soviet 
Union (ilay 1932), in the following 
words which deserve to be immortal: 
‘Milk is a product of cows and not 
of socialism, and you would have 
actually to confuse gocialism with 
the image of a country where rivers 
flow milk, in order not to under-~ 
stand that a country can rise for a 
time to a higher level of develop~ 
ment without any considerable rise 
in the material situation of the 
popular masses.' These lines were 
written when a horrible famine was 
raging in the country." (L. Trote 


sky, ae Revolution Betrayed, p. 61, 
1937. 
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Like all turncoats, but more so 
than many others, Radek played the 
Judas role toward his friends of yes-~ 
terday among the "Oppositionists." 
Many years later, testifying before 
the Dewey Commission,Trotsky said the 
following about Radek: 


“From the middle of 1929 Radek's 
mame became, in the ranks of the 
Opposition, the symbol of the most 
degrading forms of capitulation and 
the knifing of yesterday's friends. 
The aforementioned Dingelstadt, in 
order to outline Stalin's difficul-~ 
ties more clearly, asks ironically, 
Will he receive any aid from the 
renegade Radek?' To emphasize his 
contempt for the document of a re- 
cent capitulator, Dinglestadt adds, 
'You have cleared for yourself a 
road to Radek!" (The Mase of téon 

Trotsky, pe 529.) 


Radek's revolutionary past had 
long since receded into a dim memory. 
Masking his true self with well 
studied Bolshevik-sounding phrases, 
Radek became the lowest type of lackey 
of the Stalin clique. To give an in- 
stance of the blackness of neart of 
this putrid renegade, it is sufficient 
to recall his part in the Blumkin af- 
fair. We shall cite Trotsky's testi- 
mony once again. In order to make the 
picture definite in the reader's mind 
we quote a passage of considerable 
length: 


"Trotsky: Blumkin, a member of the 
Bolshevik Party and a former member 
of my military secretariat, was in 
Constantinople on an official 
miss ione 


Goldman: When? 


Trotsky: In Constantinople, he 
visited me and also met my son in 
the streets 

Goldman: In Constantinople? 


Trotsky: In Constantinople. He 
took him to his room, to his hotel. 


My son saw Blumkin. Blumkin said: 
'I will see the old man.’ My son 


came to me and said: He will se 
you.' I said, ‘Absolutely impos- 
sible. It is too risky.' He in- 


sisted so that I had to accept, but 
very secretly. He went to Russia, 
to Moscow. Radek came from Siberia 
as a Capitulator. He had absolute 
confidence in Radek — an old con- 
fidence. 


Goldman: You mean Blumkin had? 


Trotsky: Yes, Blumkine He _ was 
younger than Radek. He visited him, 
and RADEK DENOUNCED BLUMKIN IMMEDI- 
ATELY TO THE G.P.U. 


Goldman: Blumkin visited Radek, 
and, according to your information, 
what did Blumkin say to Radek? 


Trotsky: He informed him about his 
visit to me, on his ow initiative. 
Because, if he had asked me about 
telling of this visit, it would 
have been absolutely impossible for 
him to do such a stupid thing. 


Goldman: What did Radek do af- 
ter Blumkin informed him of his 
visit to you? 


Trotsky: de 


visit to me. 


denounced him for his 


Goldman: What happened to Blumkin? 


Trotsky: HE WAS SHOT." (The Case 


of Leon Trotsky, pp-105-6. My 
Capitals - G.M.) 


Radek kept up his work of loyally 
turning over his former friends into 
the clutches of Stalin's chief of the 
G.P.U., Yagoda. Suddenly, in the pro- 
cess of centralization of Stalin's 
power, during which a clearing of 
posts for new flunkeys occurred, Sta- 
lin captured Radek and also Yagoda 
into his steel net. Radek figured in 
the frame-up Moscow Trial as a defend- 
ante 

It goes without saying that very 
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few people had a better knowledge and 
clearer understanding of  Radek's 
counter-revolutionary Stalinist acti- 
vits, than had Trotsky. Most of the 
revouutionary workers did nat know of 
Radck's black deeds, but that cannot 
be seid for Trotsky who, intimately 
connected with the Russian situation, 
famiiiarized himself throughout the 
years witn Radek's pernicious activi- 
ties. Yet, fully conscious of the 
fact tnaat for along stretch of time 
Radek served the cause of reaction, 
dancing in attendance to a bloody 
tyrant and aiding a wolfish burocracy 
to strangle the Russian masses, Trot- 
sky, after Radek's trial, taught the 
workers to regard their long standing 
betrayer in the following light: 


"No matter what one's attitude 
towards the defendants at the Mos- 
cow trials, no matter how ons 
judges their conduct in the clutch- 
es of tas G.P.U., all of them - Zi- 
noviev, Kamenev, Smirnov, Piatakov, 
RABEK, Rykov, Bukharin, and 
many others — have by THE WHOLE 
COURSE OF THEIR LIVES proved their 
disinterested devotion to the Rus- 


sian people and their struggle for 
liberation." (L. Trotsky, Social- 
ist Appeal, March 26, 1938. My 
emphasis and capitals ~ GeM.) 


Such is the "“Leninist education" 
that Trotsky was handing down to the 
uninformed, trusting revolutionary 
workers. The reason for such "edu- 
cation” is buried deep within Trot- 
sky's true role in the Stalinist de- 
generation of the October Revolution. 
Some of the material throwing light 
upon his role we have given elsewhere. 
Trotsky himself gives a correct esti- 
mation of the nature of his "Bolshe- 
vik" methods. Trotsky mew quite well 
wherein lies the proof of the degener- 
ation of a revolutionist. We read in 
his autobiography (p. 528) these 
appropriate words: 


"There can be no greater proof 
of the intellectual downfall of a 


revolutionary politician than de- 
ception of the masses." 


G. M. 
January 5, 1941 
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STALIN'S AIDR—— A "FORTUNE" 
| FOR THE WORKERS 


VV es one studies the characters 
clustered around Stalin at the 
time when he was well advanced on his 
domineering career, one's attention is 
involuntarily arrested by an exceed~ 
ingly striking passionate figure — 
Dzerzhinsky. From the very early 
stages of the Stalinization of the So- 
viet Union, Dzerzhinsky aided Stalin 
in burying Lenin's program of worker's 
democracy and in entrenching the top 
burocrats in solid control. The machi- 


nations in Georgia against the anti- 
Stalinist Mdivani grour were carried 
out in part by Dzerzhinsky as an ally 
of Stalin. In Lenin's letter on the 
National Question addressed to the 
Twelfth Congress there was a definite 
line proposed to the delegates to hold 
Stalin and Dzerzhinsky responsible for 
their opportunist policy: 


"ITt is, of course, necessary to 
hold Stalin and Djerzhinsky respon— 
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Bible for all this 
Great Russian nationalistic cam- 
paign.'" (quoted by L Trotsky from 
Lenin's letter of December 31,1922, 
in The Stalin School of Falsifi- 
Cation, pe 68) 


Lenin's campaign against Stalin 
included a fight also against Stalin's 
close assistants, one of the most 
outstanding of whom was Dzerzhinsky - 
Trotsky testified in his autobiography: 


"Lenin's offensive was directed 
not only against Stalin personally, 
but against his entire staff, and, 
first of all, his assistants, 
Dzerghinsky and Ordzhonikidze." (L. 
Trotsky, My Life, p. 487. My em 
phasis - G.M.) 


The Georgian scandal aroused Len- 
in against Stalin and Dzgerzhinsky. In 
a letter to Trotsky, Lenin stated that 
he could not trust Stalin's and Dzer- 
zhinsky's impartiality in the Georgian 
case. 


"tat present, the case is under 
"persecution" of Stalin and Djer- 
zhinsky, and I cannot trust their 
impartiality. Quite the opposite.'" 
(Quoted by L. Trotsky in My Life, 
Pe 483.) 


Indeed, Lenin was filled with 
indignation at the burocratic machin- 
ations of Stalin, Dzerzhinsky and 
other Stalinist burocrats, and so ex- 
pressed himself in writing to the op- 
ponents of Stalin's policy in Georgia. 
Lenin's secretary brought a note to 
Trotsky whican makes that clear. 


"Fotiyeva came to me again with 
anote from Lenin addressed to an 
Old revolutionary, Mdivani, and to 
Qther opponents of Stalin's policy 
in Georgia. Lenin wote to them: 
‘I am watching your case with all 
my heart and soul. Ordshonikidze's 
rough metnods and Stalin's and 
Dzerzhinsky's enoouragement fill me 
with indignation. I am preparing 
notes and a speech for you.'" (Ibid. 
p. 484.) 


Dzerzhinsky was one of those re— 
negades who, as builders of tae Sta~ 
linist burocracy, wers avons foremost 
betrayers of Leninism, He climbed 
higa to the upper stories of Stalin's 
tower of burocratism, and was placed 
at the head of the Supreme Economic 
Council of the Soviet Union, as a re- 
ward for nis services to Stalins 


"Lenin's note 
Georgian Bolsheviks 
port against Stalin, 
and Ordzhonikidze was addresséd to 
Md@ivani. The fates of the four ree 
veal most vivicly the sweeping 


promising the 
his full sup- 
Dzerzainsky, 


change in the party engineered by 
the Stalin faction. After Lenin's 
death, Dzerzhinsky was put at the 
head of the Supreme Hconomic Coun- 
cil, that is, in charge of all 
state industries. Ordzhonikidze, 


wno had been slated for expulsion, 
has been made tne head of the 
Central Control Commission. Sta- 
lin not only has remained the 
general secretary, contrary to Len- 
in's wish, but has been given un- 
heard-of powers by the apparatuse 
Finally, Budu Mdivani, whom Lenin 
supported against Stalin, is now in 
the Tobolsk Prison." (Ibid.p.506.) 


Dzerzhinsky was particular- 
ly vicious against the opposition wrk- 
ers. In 1923-24 Dzerzhinsky was in the 
forefront removing anti-Stalin revolu- 
tionary workers from jobs, driving 
them to destitution and suicide. He 
supported Stalin in every major crime 
this renegade committed. He aided in 
suppressing Lenin's anti-Stalin docu- 
ments, he lied without stint that the 
Stalin gang was building Socialism in 
Russia. The last speech which Dzer~ 
zhinsky delivered contained a fiery 
denunciation of the "Opposition." 


"He died practically on his 
feet, just after he had left the 
platform from which he had so pase 
sionately been denouncing the 
opposition." (Ibid. p. 487.) 


Dzerzhinsky had said that the Op- 
position would be dealt within a 
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ploody fasnion. Dzerzhinsky died at 
his Stalinist post, fighting for Sta-~ 
lin and the burocracy. 


Every Stalinist burocrat exprés- 
sed his deep grief over the loss of so 
valuable a fighter for the burocracy's 
interests. They lied to the masses 
that Dzerzhinsky died in service to 
the interests of the workers. Here is 
how Stalin deceived the workers: 


"Knowing no rest, dodging no 
hard labor of any kind, contribut- 
ing all his strength, all his ener- 
gy to the cause, which the party 
entrusted to him - he burned out in 


tempestuous work in the intereste 
of the proletariat. 

"Farewell, hero of October! 
Farewell, true son of the party! 
Farewell, builder of unity and 
might of our party!" (Stalin, 


Pravda, July 22, 1926.) 


There were numerous messages 
written in the same vein, some of them 
exalting the dead Stalinist burocrat 


in almost poetic language. Here is 
another outstanding example of the 
burocratic evlogy for the Stalinist 


renegade Dzerzhinsky: 


"Of his services, of his indes- 
tructible faith in the proletariat 
and equally indestructiele loyalty 
to the proletariat, otf all his 


deeds there will be written books 
and bookse There was almost no 
field in which he would not work, 


however he always worked in the 
very same field: in the front rarks 
of his party and his class, break- 
ing the path to the future, first 
demolishing the old society and 
then laying the foundation for the 


new." 

Who wrote these deceptive words? 
Kalinin? Molotov? Voroshilov? This 
commendation of the character and 
gervices of the deceased, loyal lieu 


genant of Stalin 
Leon Trotsky! 


The illusion is widespread that 
Trotsky fought for Leninism against 
the destroyers of Leninism, eGo, 
against Stalin and his Dzerzhinskyse 
In his obituary for Dzerzhinsky, which 
was printed in the Pravda for the 
workers to read, Trotsky whitewashed 
this destroyer of Leninism and of the 
Opposition workers. Moreover, Trotsky 
in strong commendation of Dzerzhinsky 
told the workers that the burocrat who 
died in the service of the Stalinist 
reaction was a fortune for them: 


was written by — 


"The word geath does not tie 

itself with this exceptional end — 
in the struggle, on the move, after 
a fiery speech. Dzerehinsky did 
not die, he became transformed. And 
accompanied with envious hatred of 
enemies, but a still greater fiery 
love of millions he, descending 
from his post, entered forever into 
history. 
_ “His name was Felix, and Felix 
in Latin means fortunate one. And 
indeed his life was a fortune ~ a 
fortune for the class which he 
served, for the party to which ne 
belonged, and a fortune TaRerg 
himself." (L. Trotsky, Pr avda, 
July 24, 1926.) 


The only good fortune for the 
proletariat would have been if Lenin 
had lived to crush Stalin, Dzerzhinsky 
and all other allies of the usurper of 
power. Unfortunately for the workers, 
and fortunately for Stalin and the in- 
ternational bourgeoisie, Lenin did not 
live to see the full flowering of 
Dzerzhinsky's opportunism and to read 
Trotsky's hypocritical obituary of 
that Stalinist burocrat. 


Ge Me 


January 5, 1941 
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